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Presidential  Documents 

Title  3— THE  PRESIDENT 

Proclamation  3501 
NATIONAL  DAY  OF  PRAYER,  1962 
By  the  President  of  the  United  States  of  America 
A  Proclamation 

WHEREAS  faith  in  Almighty  God  was  a  dominant  power  in  the 
lives  of  our  F minding  F athers ;  and 

WHEREAS  they  expressed  this  faith  in  prayer,  and  in  this  posture 
members  of  the  Continental  Congress  mutually  pledged  their  lives, 
their  fortunes,  and  their  sacred  honor ;  and 

WHEREAS  each  succeeding  generation  has  shared  that  faith;  and 

WTHEREAS  in  full  recognition  of  our  dependence  upon  Almighty 
God  and  for  our  continuing  need  of  His  great  blessings,  the  Congress 
of  the  United  States  by  joint  resolution  approved  on  the  seventeenth 
day  of  April  1952  a  provision  that  “The  President  shall  set  aside  and 
proclaim  a  suitable  day  each  year,  other  than  a  Sunday,  as  a  National 
Day  of  Prayer,  on  which  the  people  of  the  United  States  may  turn  to 
God  in  prayer  and  meditation  at  churches,  in  groups,  and  as 
individuals” : 

-  NOW,  THEREFORE,  I,  JOHN  F.  KENNEDY,  President  of  the 
United  States,  do  set  aside  and  proclaim  Wednesday,  the  seventeenth 
day  of  October  19G2,  as  the  National  Day  of  Prayer. 

On  this  day,  let  us  all  pray,  each  following  the  practices  of  his  own 
faith.  Let  us  pray  for  our  Nation  and  for  other  nations  of  the  world. 
May  we  especially  ask  God's  blessing  upon— 

Our  homes,  that  this  integral  unit  of  society  may  nurture  our  youth 
and  give  to  them  the  needed  faith  in  God,  in  our  Nation,  and  in  their 
future ; 

Our  citizens,  that  they  may  increase  in  the  desire  to  promote  mercy 
and  justice,  peace  and  freedom,  good  will  and  brotherhood;  that  they 
may  open  new  frontiers  in  helping  to  alleviate  hunger,  ignorance  and 
disease ; 

Our  Nation,  that  each  new  achievement  may  add  to  bur  heritage  of 
faith ; 

And  our  world,  that  this  generation  may  experience  the  fruits  of 
peace  and  may  know  the  real  meaning  of  brotherhood  under  God. 

IN  WITNESS  WHEREOF,  I  have  hereunto  set  my  hand  and 
caused  the  Seal  of  the  United  States  of  America  to  be  affixed. 

DONE  at  the  City  of  Washington  this  11th  day  of  October,  in  the 
year  of  our  Lord  nineteen  hundred  and  sixty-two,  and  of 
[seal]  the  Independence  of  the  United  States  of  America  the  one 
hundred  and  eighty-seventh. 

John  F.  Kennedy 

By  the  President : 

Dean  Rusk, 

Secretary  of  State. 

[F.R.  Doc.  62-10418 ;  Filed,  Oct.  16, 1962 ;  10 :01  a.m.] 
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Rules  and  Regulations 


Title  5— ADMINISTRATIVE 
PERSONNEL 

Chapter  I — Civil  Service  Commission 

PART  6— EXCEPTIONS  FROM  THE 
COMPETITIVE  SERVICE 

Department  of  the  Navy 

Effective  upon  publication  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register,  paragraph  (a)  of  §  6.206 
is  revoked  and  paragraph  (a)(1)  of 
§  6.106  is  amended  as  set  out  below. 

§  6.106  Deparimenl  of  the  Navy. 

(a)  General.  (1)  Intelligence  and 
Counter  Intelligence  positions  assigned 
exclusively  to  Naval  Intelligence  activi¬ 
ties  and  positions  assigned  to  Naval  Se¬ 
curity  Group  activities/functions. 

(R.S.  1753,  sec.  2,  22  Stat.  403,  as  amended; 
5  U.S.C.  631,  633) 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

[seal]  Mary  V.  Wenzel, 

Executive  Assistant  to 
the  Commissioners. 

[F.R.  Doc.  62-10365;  Filed,  Oct.  16,  1962; 
8:53  a.m.] 


part  6— exceptions  from  the 

COMPETITIVE  SERVICE 

Treasury  Department 

Effective  upon  publication  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register,  paragraph  (a)  of  §  6.203 
is  amended  as  set  out  below. 

§  6.203  Treasury  Department. 

(a)  Positions  of  Deputy  Comptroller 
of  the  Currency,  Chief  National  Bank 
Examiner,  Assistant  Chief  National  Bank 
Examiner,  Regional  Chief  National  Bank 
Examiner,  Deputy  Regional  Chief  Na¬ 
tional  Bank  Examiner,  Senior  National 
Bank  Examiner,  National  Bank  Exam¬ 
iner,  Senior  Assistant  National  Bank 
Examiner,  Assistant  National  Bank  Ex¬ 
aminer,  Deputy  to  the  Comptroller  of 
the  Currency  for  Trusts,  Representatives 
in  Trusts,  Associates  in  Trusts,  Assist¬ 
ants  in  Trusts,  and  one  Administrative 
Assistant  to  the  Comptroller  of  the  Cur¬ 
rency,  whose  salaries  are  paid  from  as¬ 
sessments  against  national  banks  and 
other  financial  institutions. 

(R.S.  1753,  sec.  2,  22  Stat.  403,  as  amended; 
5  U.S.C.  631,  633) 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

[seal]  Mary  V.  Wenzel, 

Executive  Assistant  to 
the  Commissioners. 

[Fit.  Doc.  62-10409;  Filed,  Oct.  16,  1962; 
8:55  am.] 


Title  6— AGRICULTURAL 
CREDIT 

Chapter  IV — Commodity  Credit  Cor¬ 
poration,  Department  of  Agriculture 

SUBCHAPTER  B — LOANS,  PURCHASES,  AND 
OTHER  OPERATIONS 

[1962  C.C.C.  Grain  Price  Support  Bulletin  1, 
Supp.  1,  Arndt.  2,  Barley] 

PART  421— GRAINS  AND  RELATED 
COMMODITIES 

Subpart — 1962-Crop  BarLy  Loan  and 
Purchase  Agreement  Program 

Miscellaneous  Amendments 

The  regulations  issued  by  the  Com¬ 
modity  Credit  Corporation  and  the  Agri¬ 
cultural  Stabilization  and  Conservation 
Service  published  in  27  F.R.  6463  and 
8159,  and  containing  the  specific  require¬ 
ments  for  the  1962 -crop  barley  price 
support  program  are  hereby  amended  as 
follows: 

1.  Section  421.1244(b)(1)  is  amended 
to  make  barley  grading  No.  5  eligible  for 
price  support.  The  amended  subpara¬ 
graph  reads  as  follows: 

§  421.1244  Eligible  barley. 

*  *  *  *  * 

(b)  *  *  * 

(1)  The  barley  must  be  of  any  class 
grading  No.  5  or  better,  except  that  West¬ 
ern  Barley  shall  have  a  test  weight  of  not 
less  than  36  pounds  per  bushel.  In  addi¬ 
tion,  barley  may  have  the  following 
special  grade  designations:  (i)  “Gar¬ 
licky”  and  (ii)  in  the  State  of  Alaska 
only,  “Tough”  (i.e.,  more  than  14.5  per¬ 
cent  but  not  more  than  16  percent  mois¬ 
ture).  The  provisions  of  subparagraph 
(2)  below  pertaining  to  barley  grading 
“Tough”  are  not  applicable  to  barley 
produced  in  Alaska. 

2.  Section  421.1246(c)  is  amended  to 
extend  the  table  of  test  weight  adjust¬ 
ment  factors  to  include  barley  with  test 
weight  as  low  as  36  pounds  per  bushel. 
The  amended  paragraph  reads  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

§  421.1246  Determination  of  quality. 

•  •  •  *  • 

(c)  Adjustment  for  test  weight.  When 
the  quantity  is  determined  by  measure¬ 
ment,  a  bushel  shall  be  1.25  cubic  feet  of 
barley  testing  48  pounds  per  bushel.  The 
quantity  determined  for  barley  of  a  dif¬ 
ferent  test  weight  shall  be  adjusted  by 
the  applicable  percentage  in  the  follow- 

•  ing  table. 


For  barley  testing  (pounds  per 

bushel) :  Percent 

50  or  over _  104 

49  or  over,  but  less  than  50 _  102 

48  or  over,  but  less  and  49 _  100 


For  barley  testing  (pounds  per 

bushel) — Continued  Percent 

47  or  over,  but  lesr  than  48 _  98 

46  or  over,  but  less  than  47 _  96 

45  or  over,  but  less  than  46 _  94 

44  or  over,  but  less  than  45 _  92 

43  or  over,  but  less  than  44 _  90 

42  or  over,  but  less  than  43 _  88 

41  or  over,  but  less  than  42 _  85 

40  or  over,  but  less  than  41 _  83 

39  or  over,  but  less  than  40 _  81 

38  or  over,  but  less  than  39 _  79 

37  or  over,  but  less  than  38 _  77 

36  or  over,  but  less  than  37 _  75 


3.  Section  421.1252(d)  (2)  (ii)  is 
amended  to  provide  a  discount  of  15 
cents  per  bushel  for  barley  grading  No.  5. 
The  amended  subparagraph  reads  as 
follows: 

§  421.1252  Support  rates. 

•  *  c  *  # 

(d)  *  *  * 

(2)  Class  and  quality. 

Amount  of 
discount 
( cents  per 
bushel ) 


(i)  Class:  mixed  barley _  —2 

(ii)  Grade: 

No.  3 . —3 

No.  4 . . —6 

No.  5 _  —15 

(iii)  Other:  Garlicky _  —10 


Note:  Discounts  are  cumulative  except 
only  one  grade  discount  shall  be  applied. 
For  the  purpose  of  applying  discounts,  fac¬ 
tors  which  cause  barley  of  the  subclass  Malt¬ 
ing  Barley  or  Blue  Malting  Barley  to  have  a 
lower  numerical  grade  than  if  the  barley 
were  graded  under  a  different  subclass  shall 
be  disregarded. 

4.  Section  421.1252(f)  is  amended  to 
increase  the  basic  support  rate  for  the 
following  counties  in  Montana  and 
Oregon: 

(f )  Basic  support  rates  ( counties ) . 

Montana 

Rate  per  bushel 


County 

From — 

To— 

Beaverhead  .  ... 

-  0. 75 

0.  80 

Oregon 

Harney _  . 

_  — _  0.83 

0.90 

Malheur  _ _ 

_  .87 

.93 

(Sec.  4,  62  Stat. 

1070,  as  amended; 

15  U.S.C. 

714b.  Interpret  or  apply  sec.  5,  62  Stat.  1072, 
secs.  105,  401,  63  Stat.  1051,  as  amended;  15 
U.S.C.  714c,  7  UJS.C.  1441,  1421) 

Effective  upon  publication  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Octo¬ 
ber  12, 1962. 

Raphael  V.  Fitzgerald, 
Acting  Executive  Vice  President, 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation. 

[F.R.  Doc.  82-10377;  Filed,  Oct.  16,  1962; 
8:54  a.m.] 
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Title  7— AGRICULTURE , 

Chapter  VII — Agricultural  Stabiliza¬ 
tion  and  Conservation  Service,  De¬ 
partment  of  Agriculture 

[Arndt.  5] 

PART  722 — COTTON 

Subpart — Regulations  Pertaining  to 
Acreage  Allotments  for  the  1962 
Crop  of  Upland  Cotton 

Transfer  of  Farm  Allotments  in  Desig¬ 
nated  Counties  Which  Have  Floods  or 
Excessive  Rainfall 

The  purpose  of  this  amendment  is  to 
provide  that  the  State  committee,  under 
certain  circumstances,  may  extend  the 
closing  date  for  county  committee  ap¬ 
proval  of  transfers  of  farm  allotments  in 
designated  counties  which  have  flood  or 
excessive  rainfall  preventing  the  timely 
planting  or  replanting  of  a  substantial 
portion  of  the  1962  farm  allotments.  The 
amendment  contained  herein  is  issued 
pursuant  to  the  Agricultural  Adjustment 
Act  of  1938,  as  amended  (52  Stat.  31,  as 
amended;  7  U.S.C.  1281  et  seq.). 

In  order  that  the  county  committees 
may  perform  their  assigned  functions  in 
connection  with  the  transfer  of  allot¬ 
ments,  it  is  essential  that  this  amend¬ 
ment  be  made  effective  as  soon  as  possi¬ 
ble.  Accordingly,  it  is  hereby  determined 
and  found  that  compliance  with  the 
notice  and  public  procedure  require¬ 
ments  and  the  30-day  effective  date  re¬ 
quirement  of  section  4  of  the  Administra¬ 
tive  Procedure  Act  (60  Stat.  238;  5  U.S.C. 
1003)  is  impracticable  and  contrary  to 
the  public  interest  and  this  amendment 
shall  be  effective  upon  filing  of  this  docu¬ 
ment  with  the  Director,  Office  of  the 
Federal  Register. 

Section  722.517,  paragraph  (k)  (3)  of 
the  regulations  pertaining  to  acreage  al¬ 
lotments  for  the  1962  crop  of  upland 
cotton,  as  amended  (26  F.R.  9966,  11472, 
11851,  11887;  27  F.R.  5254,  7087),  is 
amended  by  adding  a  new  subparagraph 
(iv)  to  read  as  follows; 

(iv)  The  State  committee  may  extend 
the  closing  date  set  forth  in  (iii)  of  this 
subparagraph  for  individual  cases  where 
it  is  conclusively  shown  through  infor¬ 
mation  furnished  by  the  person  con¬ 
cerned  and  the  county  committee  that 
failure  to  complete  the  required  appli¬ 
cation  forms  was  not  the  fault  of  the 
applicant  and  a  hardship  will  exist  if 
the  transfer  is  disapproved.  The  owner 
or  operator  may  not  be  considered  at 
fault  if  it  is  shown  that  tacit  approval 
of  the  transfer  was  obtained  through 
contacts  with  the  county  office  or  county 
committee  and  that  he  was  not  fully  ad¬ 
vised  of  the  requirements  for  formal  ap¬ 
proval  of  such  transfer. 

(Secs.  344(n),  375;  72  Stat.  186,  as  amended, 
52  Stat.  66,  as  amended;  7  U.S.C.  1344(n), 
1375) 

Effective  date:  Date  of  filing  this  docu¬ 
ment  with  the  Director,  Office  of  the 
Federal  Register. 


Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Octo¬ 
ber  12,  1962. 

Raphael  V.  Fitzgerald, 
Acting  Administrator,  Agricul¬ 
tural  Stabilization  and  Con¬ 
servation  Service. 

[F.R.  Doc.  62-10376;  FUed,  Oct.  16,  1962; 
8:54  a.m.] 
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722.601  Basis  and  purpose. 

722.602  Findings  and  determinations  with 
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quota  for  the  1963  crop  of  cotton. 
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Authority:  §§  722.601  to  722  issued  under 
secs.  301,  342,  344,  375,  52  Stat.  38,  as 
amended;  63  Stat.  670,  as  amended;  52  Stat. 
66,  as  amended;  7  U.S.C.  1301,  1342, 1344, 1375. 

§  722.601  Basis  and  purpose. 

(a)  This  proclamation  is  issued  pur¬ 
suant  to  sections  342  and  344  of  the  Agri¬ 
cultural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938,  as 
amended  (referred  to  herein  as  the 
“act”)  to  announce  findings  with  respect 
to  the  total  supply  and  the  normal  sup¬ 
ply  of  upland  cotton  for  the  marketing 
year  beginning  August  1,  1962,  and  to 
proclaim  whether,  upon  the  basis  of  such 
findings,  a  national  marketing  quota  and 
a  national  allotment  for  the  1963  crop 
of  upland  cotton  are  required  under  the 
provisions  of  the  act.  The  term  “upland 
cotton”  (referred  to  herein  as  “cotton”) 
and  the  data  appearing  in  §  722.605  do 
not  include  extra  long  staple  cotton  de¬ 
scribed  in  section  347(a)  of  the  act  or 
similar  types  of  such  cotton  which  are 
imported.  The  terms  “total  supply,” 
“carryover,”  and  “normal  supply,”  as 
they  relate  to  cotton,  are  defined  in  sec¬ 
tion  301  of  the  act. 

(b)  The  findings  and  determinations 
of  the  Secretary  in  §§  722.602,  722.603, 
722.604,  and  722.605  have  been  made  on 
the  basis  of  the  latest  available  statis¬ 
tics  of  the  Federal  Government.  Prior 
to  making  such  findings  and  determina¬ 
tions,  notice  was  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  on  September  29, 1962,  (27 
F.R.  9655)  in  accordance  with  section 
4  of  the  Administrative  Procedure  Act 
(60  Stat.  238;  5  U.S.C.  1003),  that  the 
Secretary  was  preparing  to  determine 
whether  a  national  marketing  quota  and 
national  allotment  would  be  required  un¬ 
der  the  act  for  the  1963  crop  of  cotton. 
The  data  and  recommendations  received 
in  response  to  such  notice  have  been  duly 
considered. 

§  722.602  “Findings  and  determinations 
with  respect  to  a  national  marketing 
quota  for  the  1963  crop  of  cotton. 

(a)  Total  supply.  The  total  supply  of 
cotton  for  the  marketing  year  beginning 


August  1, 1962  (in  terms  of  running  bales 
or  the  equivalent) ,  as  set  out  in  §  722.605, 
consists  of  (1)  carryover  on  August  1, 
1962,  (2)  estimated  production  from  the 
1962  crop,  and  (3)  estimated  imports  into 
the  United  States  during  the  marketing 
year  beginning  August  1,  1962. 

(b)  Normal  supply.  The  normal  sup¬ 
ply  of  cotton  for  the  marketing  year  be¬ 
ginning  August  1,  1962  (in  terms  of  run¬ 
ning  bales  or  the  equivalent) ,  as  set  out 
in  §  722.605,  consists  of  (1)  estimated 
domestic  consumption  for  the  marketing 
year  beginning  August  1,  1962,  (2)  esti¬ 
mated  exports  during  the  marketing  year 
beginning  August  1, 1962,  and  (3)  30  per¬ 
cent  of  the  sum  of  such  estimated  domes¬ 
tic  consumption  and  estimated  exports 
as  an  allowance  for  carryover. 

(c)  National  marketing  quota  pro¬ 
claimed.  It  is  hereby  determined  and 
proclaimed  that  the  total  supply  of  cot¬ 
ton  for  the  marketing  year  beginning 
August  1,  1962,  will  exceed  the  normal 
supply  of  cotton  for  such  marketing  year. 
Therefore,  a  national  marketing  quota 
shall  be  in  effect  for  the  crop  of  cotton 
produced  in  the  calendar  year  1963. 

(d)  Determination  of  amount  of  na¬ 
tional  marketing  quota.  It  is  further  de¬ 
termined  and  proclaimed  that  the  na¬ 
tional  marketing  quota  for  the  1963  crop 
of  cotton  (in  terms  of  standard  bales  of 
500  pounds  gross  weight)  shall  be  14,367,- 
000  bales,  as  set  out  in  §  722.605.  The 
amount  of  such  quota  has  been  deter¬ 
mined  under  section  342  of  the  act  which, 
in  effect,  provides  that  the  1963  quota 
shall  be  the  largest  of  the  following : 

(1)  The  number  of  bales  of  cotton 
adequate,  together  with  (i)  the  estimated 
carryover  at  the  beginning  of  the  1963-64 
marketing  year,  and  (ii)  the  estimated 
imports  during  the  1963-64  marketing 
year,  to  make  available  a  normal  supply 
of  cotton. 

(2)  The  number  of  bales  of  cotton 
equal  to  the  estimated  domestic  con¬ 
sumption  and  estimated  exports  (less 
estimated  imports)  for  the  1963-64  mar¬ 
keting  year,  except  that  the  Secretary 
shall  make  such  adjustment  in  the 
amount  of  such  quota  as  he  determines 
necessary  after  taking  into  consideration 
the  estimated  stocks  of  cotton  in  the 
United  States  (including  the  qualities  of 
such  stocks)  and  stocks  in  foreign  coun¬ 
tries  which  would  be  available  for  the 
marketing  year  for  which  the  quota  is 
being  proclaimed,  if  no  adjustment  of 
such  quota  is  made  hereunder,  to  assure 
the  maintenance  of  adequate  but  not  ex¬ 
cessive  stocks  in  the  United  States  to 
provide  a  continuous  and  stable  supply 
of  the  different  qualities  of  cotton  needed 
in  the  United  States  and  in  foreign 
cotton-consuming  countries,  and  for  pur¬ 
poses  of  national  security;  but  the  Sec¬ 
retary,  in  making  such  adjustments,  may 
not  reduce  the  national  marketing  quota 
below  one  million  bales  less  than  the  esti¬ 
mated  domestic  consumption  and  esti¬ 
mated  exports  for  the  1963-64  marketing 
year. 

(3)  Ten  million  bales. 

(4)  The  number  of  bales  of  cotton  re¬ 
quired  to  provide  a  national  allotment  of 
16,000,000  acres  for  the  1963  crop  of 
cotton. 
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Accordingly,  the  national  marketing 
quota  for  the  1963  crop  of  cotton  as  set 
out  in  §  722.605  is  based  on  a  minimum 
national  allotment  of  16,000,000  acres. 
Such  national  marketing  quota  is  deter¬ 
mined  on  the  basis  of  a  national  average 
yield  of  431  pounds  per  acre  of  cotton  for 
the  four  calendar  years  1958,  1959,  1960, 
and  1961. 

§  722.603  Determination  of  national  al¬ 
lotment  for  the  1963  crop  of  cotton. 

It  is  hereby  further  determined  and 
proclaimed  that  a  national  allotment 
shall  be  in  effect  for  the  crop  of  cotton 
produced  in  the  calendar  year  1963.  The 
amount  of  such  national  allotment  as 
determined  under  section  344  of  the  act 
is  16,000,000  acres  as  set  out  in  §  722.605. 
The  apportionment  of  the  1963  national 
allotment  to  the  States  will  be  included 
in  the  acreage  alotment  regulations  for 
the  1963  crop  of  upland-cotton. 

§  722.604  National  reserve. 

The  national  reserve  authorized  under 
section  344(b)  of  the  act  will  be  deter¬ 
mined  on  the  basis  of  the  estimated 
needs  for  additional  acreage  for  estab¬ 
lishing  minimum  farm  allotments  under 
section  344(f)  (1)  of  the  act.  The 
amount  of  such  national  reserve  to  be 
allocated  will  be  determined  and  pub¬ 
lished  at  a  later  date. 

§  722.605  Data  and  determinations  with 
respect  to  national  marketing  quota, 
national  allotment,  and  national  re¬ 
serve  for  the  1963  crop  of  cotton. 

(a)  Total  supply  of  cotton  for  the  market¬ 
ing  year  beginning  August  1, 1962,  in  running 
bales  or  equivalent: 


(1)  Carryover  _  7,472,000 

(2)  Estimated  production _  14,609,000 

(3)  Estimated  imports _  50, 000 


Total. .  22,131,000 


(b)  Normal  supply  of  cotton  for  the  mar¬ 
keting  year  beginning  August  1,  1962,  in 
running  bales  or  equivalent: 


(1)  Estimated  domestic  con¬ 

sumption  _  8, 400, 000 

(2)  Estimated  exports -  6,000,000 

(3)  30  percent  allowance  for 

carryover _  4,  020,  000 


Total  _ _  17,420,000 

(c)  National  marketing  quota  for  1963 
crop  of  cotton:  14,367,000  Standard  bales. 

Determinations  for  purposes  of: 

(1)  Section  722.602(d)  (1)—  1 8,  639,  000 

(2)  Section  722.602(d)(4)—  114,367,000 

(3)  Section  722.602(d)  (2)  —  *  13,  350,  000 
Based  on: 

(i)  Estimated  domestic  con¬ 

sumption  _  *  8, 400, 000 

(ii)  Estimated  exports _  *5,  000,  000 

(iii)  Estimated  imports _  *50,000 

(iv)  Adjustment  for  stocks None 


(d)  National  aloltment  for  1963  crop  of 
cotton:  16,000,000  acres. 

1  Standard  bales. 

J  Running  bales. 

*  Equivalent  running  bales. 

Effective  date:  Date  of  filing  this  docu¬ 
ment  with  the  Director,  Office  of  the 
Federal  Register. 


Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Octo¬ 
ber  15, 1962. 

John  P.  Duncan,  Jr., 
Acting  Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  62-10412;  Piled,  Oct.  15,  1962; 
4:09  p.m.] 
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Authority:  §§  722.651  to  722.654  issued 
under  secs.  301,  344,  347,  375,  52  Stat.  38. 
as  amended;  63  Stat.  670,  as  amended;  63 
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ed;  7US.C.  1301,  1344,  1347, 1375. 

§  722.651  Basis  and  purpose. 

(a)  This  proclamation  is  issued  pur¬ 
suant  to  sections  344  and  347  of  the 
Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938,  a3 
amended  (referred  to  herein  as  the 
“act”),  to  announce  findings  by  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  with  respect  to 
the  total  supply  and  the  normal  supply 
of  extra  long  staple  cotton  for  the  mar¬ 
keting  year  beginning  August  1, 1962,  and 
to  proclaim  whether,  upon  the  basis  of 
such  findings,  a  national  marketing 
quota  and  a  national  allotment  for  the 
1963  crop  of  extra  long  staple  cotton  are 
required  under  the  provisions  of  the  act. 
The  term  “extra  long  staple  cotton”,  as 
used  in  §  722.652  (a)  and  (b),  means  the 
kinds  of  cotton  described  in  section 
347(a)  of  the  act,  including  American- 
Egyptian  cotton.  Sea  Island  cotton  in 
both  the  continental  United  States  and 
Puerto  Rico,  and  Sealand  cotton,  and  all 
imports  of  similar  type  cotton  produced 
in  Egypt,  Sudan,  and  Peru.  The  term 
“extra  long  staple  cotton”,  as  used  in 
§§  722.652(c)  and  722.653,  means  the 
kinds  of  cotton  described  in  section 
347(a)  of  the  act.  Pursuant  to  Public 
Law  87-548  enacted  July  25,  1962  (76 
Stat.  218),  the  term  “carryover”  as 
used  herein  does  not  include  any  domes¬ 
tically  grown  extra  long  staple  cotton 
which  was  transferred  or  made  available 
to  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation 
from  the  stockpile  established  under  the 
Strategic  and  Critical  Materials  Stock¬ 
piling  Act,  as  amended  (50  U.S.C.  98) 
and  which  has  not  been  sold  by  the  Com¬ 
modity  Credit  Corporation;  and  does 
not  include  any  foreign-grown  extra  long 
staple  cotton  which  was  transferred  to 
the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  from 
such  stockpile.  Section  347(c)  of  the 


act  provides  that,  with  certain  excep¬ 
tions,  all  provisions  of  the  act  shall,  in¬ 
sofar  as  applicable,  apply  to  marketing 
quotas  and  acreage  allotments  for  extra 
long  staple  cotton.  The  terms  “total 
supply”,  “carryover”,  and  “normal  sup¬ 
ply”,  as  they  relate  to  extra  long  staple 
cotton,  are  defined  in  section  301  of  the 
act. 

(b)  The  findings  and  determinations 
made  by  the  Secretary  are  contained  in 
§§  722.652  to  722.654  and  have  been  made 
on  the  basis  of  the  latest  available  sta¬ 
tistics  of  the  Federal  Government.  Prior 
to  making  such  findings  and  determina¬ 
tions,  notice  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  September  29,  1962  (27  F.R. 
9655),  in  accordance  with  section  4  of 
the  Administrative  Procedure  Act  (60 
Stat.  238;  5  U.S.C.  1003)  that  the  Secre¬ 
tary  was  preparing  to  determine  whether 
a  national  marketing  quota  and  national 
allotment  would  be  required  under  the 
act  for  the  1963  crop  of  extra  long  staple 
cotton.  The  data  and  recommendations 
received  in  response  to  such  notice  have 
been  duly  considered. 

§  722.652  Findings  and  determinations 
with  respect  to  a  national  marketing 
quota  for  the  1963  crop  of  extra  long 
staple  cotton. 

(a)  Total  supply.  The  total  supply  of 
extra  long  staple  cotton  for  the  market¬ 
ing  year  beginning  August  1,  1962  (in 
terms  of  running  bales  or  the  equiv¬ 
alent)  ,  as  set  out  in  §  722.654,  consists 
of  (1)  a  carryover  on  August  1,  1962, 
(2)  estimated  production  from  the  1962 
crop,  and  (3)  estimated  imports  into  the 
United  States  during  the  marketing  year 
beginning  August  1, 1962. 

(b)  Normal  supply.  The  normal  sup¬ 
ply  of  extra  long  staple  cotton  for  the 
marketing  year  beginning  August  1, 1962 
(in  terms  of  running  bales  or  the  equiv¬ 
alent)  ,  as  set  out  in  §  722.654,  consists 
of  (1)  estimated  domestic  consumption 
for  the  marketing  year  beginning  August 
1, 1962,  (2)  estimated  exports  during  the 
marketing  year  beginning  August  1, 1962, 
and  (3)  30  percent  of  the  sum  of  such 
estimated  domestic  consumption  and 
estimated  exports  as  an  allowance  for 
carryover. 

(c)  National  marketing  quota  pro¬ 
claimed.  It  is  hereby  determined  and 
proclaimed  that  the  total  supply  of  extra 
long  staple  cotton  for  the  marketing  year 
beginning  August  1,  1962,  will  exceed  the 
normal  supply  of  such  cotton  for  such 
marketing  year  by  more  than  8  per  cen¬ 
tum.  Therefore,  a  national  marketing 
quota  shall  be  in  effect  for  the  crop  of 
extra  long  staple  cotton  produced  in  the 
calendar  year  1963. 

(d)  Determination  of  amount  of  na¬ 
tional  marketing  quota.  It  is  further 
determined  and  proclaimed  that  the  na¬ 
tional  marketing  quota  for  the  1963  crop 
of  extra  long  staple  cotton,  in  terms  of 
standard  bales  of  500  pounds  gross 
weight,  shall  be  155,500  bales  as  set  out 
in  §  722.654.  The  amount  of  such  quota 
has  been  determined  under  section  347 
(b)  of  the  act  which,  in  effect,  provides 
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that  the  1963  quota  shall  be  the  largest 
of  the  following : 

(1)  The  number  of  bales  equal  to  the 
estimated  domestic  consumption  plus  ex¬ 
ports  for  the  marketing  year  beginning 
August  1,  1963;  less  the  estimated  im¬ 
ports  for  the  marketing  year  beginning 
August  1,  1963;  plus  such  additional 
number  of  bales,  if  any,  as  the  Secretary 
determines  is  necessary  to  assure  ade¬ 
quate  working  stocks  in  trade  channels 
until  extra  long  staple  cotton  from  the 
next  crop  becomes  readily  available 
without  resort  to  Commodity  Credit  Cor¬ 
poration  stocks.  It  is  hereby  determined 
that  an  adjustment  of  16,000  bales  under 
this  provision  is  necessary. 

(2)  30,000  bales. 

(3)  Hie  number  of  bales  equal  to  30 
per  centum  of  the  estimated  domestic 
consumption  plus  exports  of  extra  long 
staple  cotton  for  the  marketing  year  be¬ 
ginning  in  the  calendar  year  in  which 
such  quota  is  proclaimed. 

§  722.653  Determination  of  national  al¬ 
lotment  for  the  1963  crop  of  extra 
long  staple  cotton. 

It  is  hereby  further  determined  and 
proclaimed  that  a  national  allotment 
shall  be  in  effect  for  the  crop  of  extra 
long  staple  cotton  produced  in  the  calen¬ 
dar  year  1963.  The  amount  of  such  na¬ 
tional  allotment  as  determined  under 
section  344(a)  of  the  act  is  149,880  acres 
as  set  out  in  §  722.654.  Such  national 
allotment  is  determined  on  the  basis  of 
the  national  average  yield  of  498  pounds 
per  acre  of  extra  long  staple  cotton  for 
the  four  calendar  years  1958,  1959,  1960, 
and  1961.  The  apportionment  of  the 
1963  national  allotment  to  the  States  will 
be  included  in  the  acreage  allotment 
regulations  for  the  1963  crop  of  extra 
long  staple  cotton. 

§  722.654  Data  and  determinations  with 
respect  to  national  marketing  quota 
and  national  allotment  for  the  1963 
crop  of  extra  long  staple  cotton. 

(a)  Total  supply  of  extra  long  staple  cot¬ 
ton  for  the  marketing  year  beginning  Au¬ 
gust  1,  1962,  in  running  bales  or  equivalent: 


(1)  Carryover _ - _ _  84, 100 

(2)  Estimated  production _  95,  300 

(3)  Imports _  85,  600 


Total . . . .  265,000 


(b)  Normal  supply  of  extra  long  staple 
cotton  for  the  marketing  year  beginning  Au¬ 
gust  1,  1962,  in  running  bales  or  equivalent: 


(1)  Estimated  domestic  consump¬ 

tion  . .  183,000 

(2)  Estimated  exports _ . _  5,000 

(3)  30  percent  allowance  for  car¬ 

ryover  _  56, 400 


Total  . .  244.400 


(c)  National  marketing  quota  for  1963 
crop  of  extra  long  staple  cotton:  155,500 
Standard  bales. 

Determinations  for  purposes  of: 

(1)  Section  722.652(d)(3) _  *  57,  700 

(2)  Section  722.652  (d)(1) _  1 155,  500 

1  Standard  bales. 

Based  on  runnning  bales  or  equivalent: 

(1)  Estimated  domestic  consump¬ 
tion  . 210,000 

(ii)  Estimated  exports _  10,000 

(ill)  Estimated  imports _ -  85,600 

(lv)  Adjustment  for  stocks _  16,  600 


(d)  National  allotment  for  1963  crop  of 
extra  long  staple  cotton:  149,880  acres. 

Effective  date :  Date  of  filing  this  docu¬ 
ment  with  the  Director,  Office  of  the 
Federal  Register. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Octo¬ 
ber  15,  1962. 

John  P.  Duncan,  Jr., 
Acting  Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  62-10413;  FUed,  Oct.  15,  1962; 
4:09  p.m.] 

Title  9— ANIMALS  AND 
ANIMAL  PRODUCTS 

Chapter  I — Agricultural  Research 
Service,  Department  of  Agriculture 

SUBCHAPTER  C — INTERSTATE  TRANSPORTATION 
OF  ANIMALS  AND  POULTRY 

PART  74— SCABIES  IN  SHEEP 

Interstate  Movement 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  sections 
1  through  4  of  the  Act  of  March  3,  1905, 
as  amended,  sections  1  and  2  of  the  Act 
of  February  2,  1903,  as  amended,  and 
sections  4  through  7  of  the  Act  of  May  29, 
1884,  as  amended  (21  U.S.C.  111-113,  115, 
117,  120,  121,  123-126),  §§74.2  and  74.3 
of  Part  74,  Subchapter  C,  Chapter  I, 
Title  9,  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  as 
amended,  are  hereby  amended  to  read 
respectively,  as  follows: 

§  74.2  Designation  of  free  and  infected 
areas. 

(a)  Notice  is  hereby  given  that  sheep 
in  the  following  States,  Territory,  and 
District,  or  parts  thereof  as  specified,  are 
not  known  to  be  infected  with  scabies, 
and  such  States,  Territory,  District,  and 
parts  thereof,  are  hereby  designated  as 
free  areas: 

(1)  Alabama,  Arizona,  Arkansas,  Cali¬ 
fornia,  Colorado,  Connecticut,  Delaware, 
District  of  Columbia,  Florida,  Georgia, 
Idaho,  Louisiana,  Maine,  Massachusetts, 
Mississippi,  Montana,  Nevada,  New 
Hampshire,  North  Carolina,  North  Da¬ 
kota,  Oregon,  Puerto  Rico,  Rhode  Island, 
South  Carolina,  South  Dakota,  Texas, 
Utah,  Vermont,  Washington,  Wisconsin, 
and  Wyoming ; 

(2)  The  following  Counties  in  Ne¬ 
braska:  Arthur,  Banner,  Blaine,  Box 
Butte,  Brown,  Chase,  Cherry,  Cheyenne, 
Dawes,  Deuel,  Dundy,  Garden,  Grant, 
Hooker,  Keith,  Keya  Paha,  Kimball, 
Loup,  Morrill,  Perkins,  Rock,  Sheridan, 
Sioux,  Scottsbluff,  and  Thomas; 

(3)  In  New  Mexico:  Catron,  Colfax, 
Dona  Ana,  Grant,  Harding,  Hidalgo,  Los 
Alamos,  Luna,  McKinley,  Mora,  Rio  Ar¬ 
riba,  Sandoval,  San  Juan,  San  Miguel, 
Santa  Fe,  Sierra,  Taos,  and  Union  Coun¬ 
ties;  all  of  Socorro  County  except  that 
portion  lying  east  of  U.S.  Highway  85; 
and  all  of  Valencia  County  except  that 
portion  lying  east  of  the  Rio  Puerco  river 
from  its  intersection  with  the  southwest 
comer  of  Bernalillo  County  to  its  inter¬ 
section  with  the  Socorro  County  line; 

(4)  The  following  Counties  in  Kansas: 
Republic,  Cloud,  Ottawa,  Saline,  Mc¬ 
Pherson,  Harvey,  Sedgwick,  and  Sum¬ 


ner,  and  all  Counties  in  the  State  of 
Kansas  lying  west  thereof ; 

(5)  The  following  Counties  in  Michi¬ 
gan:  Alcona,  Alger,  Alpena,  Antrim, 
Baraga,  Benzie,  Charlevoix,  Cheboygan, 
Chippewa,  Crawford,  Delta,  Dickinson, 
Emmet,  Gogebic,  Grand  Traverse, 
Houghton,  Iron,  Kalkaska,  Keweenaw, 
Leelanau,  Luce,  Mackinac,  Manistee, 
Marquette,  Menominee,  Missaukee, 
Montmorency,  Ontonagon,  Oscoda,  Ot¬ 
sego,  Presque  Isle,  Roscommon,  School¬ 
craft,  and  Wexford. 

(b)  Notice  is  hereby  given  also  that 
sheep  scabies  exists  in  all  States  and 
Territories  and  parts  of  States  not  desig¬ 
nated  as  free  areas  in  paragraph  (a)  of 
this  section,  and  they  are  hereby  desig¬ 
nated  as  infected  areas. 

§  74.3  Designation  of  eradication  areas. 

(a)  Notice  is  hereby  given  that  sheep 
in  the  following  States,  or  parts  thereof 
as  specified,  are  being  handled  sys¬ 
tematically  to  eradicate  scabies  in  sheep 
and  such  States,  and  parts  thereof,  are 
hereby  designated  as  eradication  areas: 

(1)  Hawaii,  Illinois,  Kentucky,  New 
Jersey,  New  York,  Pennsylvania,  and 
Tennessee; 

(2)  All  Counties  in  Nebraska  except 
Arthur,  Banner,  Blaine,  Box  Butte, 
Brown,  Chase,  Cherry,  Cheyenne,  Dawes, 
Deuel,  Dundy,  Garden,  Grant,  Hooker, 
Keith,  Keya,  Paha,  Kimball,  Loup,  Mor¬ 
rill,  Perkins,  Rock,  Sheridan,  Sioux, 
Scotts  Bluff,  and  Thomas; 

(3)  In  New  Mexico:  That  portion  of 
Socorro  County  lying  east  of  U.S.  High¬ 
way  85 ;  that  portion  of  Valencia  County 
lying  east  of  the  Rio  Puerco  river  from 
its  intersection  with  the  southwest 
comer  of  Bernalillo  County  to  its  inter¬ 
section  with  the  Socorro  County  line; 
and  all  other  Counties  in  New  Mexico 
except  Catron,  Colfax,  Dona  Ana,  Grant, 
Harding,  Hildalgo,  Ixjs  Alamos,  Luna, 
McKinley,  Mora,  Rio  Arriba,  Sandoval, 
San  Juan,  San  Miguel,  Santa  Fe,  Sierra, 
Taos,  and  Union. 

(Secs.  4-7,  23  Stat.  32,  as  amended,  secs.  1, 
2,  32  Stat.  791-792,  as  amended,  secs.  1-4,  33 
Stat.  1264,  as  amended,  1265,  as  amended; 
21  U.S.C.  111-113,  115,  117,  120,  121,  123-126; 
19  F.R.  74,  as  amended) 

Effective  date.  The  foregoing  amend¬ 
ments  shall  become  effective  upon 
issuance. 

The  amendments  delete  all  parts  in 
the  State  of  South  Dakota  heretofore 
designated  as  infected  and  eradication 
areas,  from  such  areas,  'ind  add  such 
parts  to  the  free  areas,  as  sheep  scabies 
is  no  longer  known  to  exist  therein. 
Hereafter,  the  restrictions  pertaining  to 
the  interstate  movement  of  sheep  from 
or  into  infected  and  eradication  areas 
as  contained  in  9  CFR  Part  74,  as 
amended,  will  not  apply  to  this  State. 
However,  the  restrictions  in  said  Part  74 
pertaining  to  the  interstate  movement  of 
sheep  from  or  into  free  areas  will  apply 
thereto. 

The  amendments  relieve  certain  re¬ 
strictions  presently  imposed  and  must  be 
made  effective  immediately  to  be  of 
maximum  benefit  to  persons  subject  to 
the  restrictions  which  are  relieved.  Ac¬ 
cordingly,  under  section  4  of  the  Admin- 
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istrative  Procedure  Act  (5  U.S.C.  1003), 
it  is  found  upon  good  cause  that  notice 
and  other  public  procedure  with  respect 
to  the  amendments  are  impracticable 
and  contrary  to  the  public  interest,  and 
the  amendments  may  be  made  effective 
less  than  30  days  after  publication  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  11th 
day  of  October  1962. 

F.  H.  Spencer, 

Acting  Administrator ,  • 
Agricultural  Research  Service. 

[F.R.  Doc.  62-10375;  Filed,  Oct.  16,  1962; 

8:54  a.m.] 


Title  14-AERONAUTICS  AND 
SPACE 

Chapter  II — Civil  Aeronautics  Board 
SUBCHAPTER  A — ECONOMIC  REGULATIONS 

[Reg.  No.  ER-365] 

PART  225— TARIFFS  OF  CERTAIN 
CERTIFICATED  AIRLINES:  TRADE 
AGREEMENTS 

Increasing  Limitation  on  Value  of 
Certain  Trade  Agreements 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  at  its  office  in  Washington,  D.C., 
on  the  12th  day  of  October  1962. 

Part  225  of  the  Board’s  Economic 
Regulations  permits  the  local  service 
carriers,  the  certificated  carriers  operat¬ 
ing  within  Hawaii,  the  certificated  Alas¬ 
kan  earners  insofar  as  their  intra- 
Alaskan  operations  are  concerned,  car¬ 
riers  holding  certificates  for  the 
performance  of  all  expense  tours  or 
cruises,  and  any  certificated  carrier 
furnishing  passenger  air  transportation 
between  Hawaii  on  the  one  hand  and 
Christmas  Island,  the  Society  Islands, 
American  Samoa,  Western  Samoa  or 
Fiji  on  the  other  hand,  to  exchange  air 
transportation  for  advertising  goods  or 
services  within  certain  limitations. 

A  notice  of  proposed  rule  making  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
September  21,  1962  (27  F.R.  9408)  and 
circulated  to  the  industry  as  Draft  Re¬ 
lease,  EDR-45,  dated  September  18, 1962, 
Docket  13715,  which  proposed  an  amend¬ 
ment  to  Part  225  increasing  the  value  of 
trade  agreements  from  $100,000  to 
$150,000  applicable  to  certificated  air 
carriers  furnishing  passenger  air  trans¬ 
portation  between  Hawaii  on  the  one 
hand  and  Christmas  Island,  the  Society 
Islands,  American  and  Western  Samoa 
or  Fiji  on  the  other  hand.  This  notice 
was  issued  as  a  result  of  an  application 
to  amend  Part  225  filed  by  South  Pacific 
Air  Lines  (South  Pacific).  Specifically, 
South  Pacific  requested  that  the  limita¬ 
tion  on  the  value  of  trade  agreements  in¬ 
volving  it  be  increased  from  the  present 
$100,000  to  $200,000  for  the  calendar  year 
1962.  The  Board  in  the  notice,  however, 
proposed  an  increase  of  only  $50,000  for 
the  calendar  year  1962. 

No  comments  have  been  received  in 
response  to  the  notice.  Accordingly,  the 
No.  202 - 2 


Board  herein  adopts  the  amendment  as 
proposed  in  the  notice. 

To  the  extent  not  granted  herein,  the 
application  of  South  Pacific  in  Docket 
13715  is  denied.  / 

Inasmuch  as  this  amendment  does 
not  impose  a  regulatory  burden  on  any 
person  and  grants  an  exemption,  the 
amendment  may  be  made  effective  upon 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  the 
Civil  Aeronautics  Board  hereby  amends 
Part  225  of  its  Economic  Regulations  (14 
CFR  Part  225),  effective  October  17, 
1962,  by  deleting  the  reference  to  car¬ 
riers  identified  in  1  225.1(a)(5)  from 
§  225.6(a)  and  adding  a  new  §  225.6(d), 
these  provisions  to  read ; 

(a)  $100,000  in  the  aggregate  each 
year  for  airlines  identified  under  §  225.1 
(a)  (1),  (2)  and  (3) ; 

*  *  *  *  * 

(d)  $150,000  for  the  calendar  year 
1962,  for  the  air  carriers  identified  under 
§  225.1(a)(5). 

(Sec.  204(a),  72  Stat.  743;  49  U.S.C.  1324. 
Interpret  or  apply  secs.  403,  404,  416,  72  Stat. 
758,  760,  771;  49  U.S.C.  1373,  1374,  1386) 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

[seal]  Harold  R.  Sanderson, 

Secretary. 

|  F.R.  Doc.  62-10350;  Filed,  Oct.  16,  1962; 

8:51  a.m.) 


Chapter  III — Federal  Aviation  Agency 

SUBCHAPTER  E — AIR  NAVIGATION 
REGULATIONS 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  62-WA-117] 

PART  601— DESIGNATION  OF  CON¬ 
TROLLED  AIRSPACE,  REPORTING 
POINTS,  POSITIVE  CONTROL  ROUTE 
SEGMENTS,  AND  POSITIVE  CON¬ 
TROL  AREAS 

Designation  of  Control  Zone 

The  purpose  of  this  amendment  to 
Part  601  of  the  regulations  of  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  is  to  designate  a  control  zone 
at  Oxford,  Miss. 

On  October  2,  1962,  Special  Civil  Air 
Regulation  No.  SR-453  was  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  (27  F.R.  9697)  re¬ 
stricting  aircraft  from  operating  below 
5,000  feet  above  mean  sea  level  within 
a  10 -nautical-mile  radius  of  the  Univer¬ 
sity-Oxford  Airport,  Oxford,  Miss.,  with¬ 
out  prior  authorization  by  the  Memphis 
Air  Route  Traffic  Control  Center. 

The  conditions  which  necessitated  the 
restriction  imposed  by  the  Special  Civil 
Air  Regulation  no  longer  exist,  and,  by 
separate  action,  that  Regulation  is  being 
revoked.  However,  the  present  volume 
of  air  traffic  arriving  and  departing  the 
University-Oxford  Airport  requires  the 
designation  of  a  control  zone.  Therefore, 
such  action  is  taken  herein. 

For  the  reasons  stated  above,  I  have 
determined  that  a  situation  exists  re¬ 
quiring  immediate  action  in  the  interest 
of  safety  and  that  notice  and  public  pro¬ 
cedure  hereon  are  impracticable,  and 
that  good  cause  exists  for  making  this 
amendment  effective  on  less  than  30 
days’  notice. 


In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  Part 
601  (14  CFR  Part  601)  is  amended  by 
adding  the  following  section; 

§  601.2520  Oxford,  Miss.,  control  zone. 

Within  a  5-mile  radius  of  University- 
Oxford  Airport  (latitude  34°23'05"  N.f 
longitude  89°32'10"  W.)  and  within  2 
miles  either  side  of  the  257°  bearing  from 
the  airport  extending  from  the  5-mile 
radius  zone  to  8  miles  W  of  the  airport. 

This  amendment  shall  become  effective 
immediately. 

(Sec.  307(a),  72  Stat.  749;  49  U.S.C.  1348) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Octo¬ 
ber  16, 1962. 

N.  E.  Halaby, 
Administrator. 

[F.R.  Doc.  62-10461;  Filed,  Oct.  16,  1962; 
11:10  a.m.] 

Title  16-COMMERCIAL 
PRACTICES 

Chapter  I — Federal  Trade  Commission 

[Docket  C-236] 

part  13— prohibited  trade 
PRACTICES 

Ely  see  Fabrics,  Jnc.,  and  Gunther  F. 
Ziegler 

Subpart — Advertising  falsely  or  mis¬ 
leadingly:  §  13.30  Composition  of  goods; 

§  13.30-75  Textile  Fiber  Products  Identi¬ 
fication  Act.  Subpart — Invoicing  prod¬ 
ucts  falsely:  §  13.1108  Invoicing  products 
falsely:  I  13.1108-80  Textile  Fiber  Prod¬ 
ucts  Identification  Act.  Subpart — Mis¬ 
branding  or  mislabeling:  §  13.1185  Com¬ 
position:  §  13.1185-80  Textile  Fiber  Prod¬ 
ucts  Identification  Act;  §  13.1212  Formal 
regulatory  and  statutory  requirements: 
§  13.1212-80  Textile  Fiber  Products  Iden¬ 
tification  Act.  Subpart — Neglecting,  un¬ 
fairly  or  deceptively,  to  make  material 
disclosure:  §  13.1845  Composition:  §  13.- 
1845-70  Textile  Fiber  Products  Identifi¬ 
cation  Act;  §  13.1845-80  Wool  Products 
Labeling  Act;  §  13.1852  Formal  regula¬ 
tory  and  statutory  requirements:  §  13.- 
1852-70  Textile  Fiber  Products  Identifi¬ 
cation  Act.  Subpart — Using  misleading 
name — Goods:  §  13.2280  Composition: 
§  13.2280-70  Textile  Fiber  Products  Iden¬ 
tification  Act. 

(Sec.  6,  38  Stat.  721;  15  U.S.C.  46.  Interpret 
or  apply  sec.  5,  38  Stat.  719,  as  amended,  secs. 
2-5,  54  Stat.  1128-1130,  72  Stat.  1717;  15  U.S.C. 
45,  68,  70)  [Cease  and  desist  order,  Elysee 
Fabrics,  Inc.,  et  al.,  Jamaica,  N.Y.,  Docket 
C-236,  Sept.  18,  1962] 

In  the  Matter  of  Elysee  Fabrics,  Inc.,  a 
Corporation,  and  Gunther  F.  Ziegler, 
Individually  and  as  an  Officer  of  Said 
Corporation 

Consent  order  requiring  importers  in 
Jamaica,  N.Y.,  to  cease  violating  the  Tex¬ 
tile  Fiber  Products  Identification  Act  by 
labeling,  invoicing  and  advertising  tex¬ 
tile  fiber  products  falsely  as  to  the  name 
or  amount  of  constituent  fibers  and  by 
use  of  such  misleading  terms  as  “linen 
weave”  and  “silky”;  failing  to  disclose 
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on  labels  on  textiles  the  true  generic 
name  of  the  fibers  present,  the  percent¬ 
age  thereof,  and  the  order  of  predomi¬ 
nance  by  weight;  failing  to  set  forth  in 
catalogs  the  true  generic  names  of  fibers  r 
in  advertised  fabrics  and  by  using  there¬ 
in  the  name  leopard  or  other  fur-bearing 
animal  for  textiles  which  were  not  fur 
products;  and  to  cease  violating  the  Wool 
Products  Labeling  Act  by  failing  to  dis¬ 
close  the  true  generic  name  of  fibers 
present  in  wool  fabrics. 

The  order  to  cease  and  desist,  includ¬ 
ing  order  requiring  report  of  compliance 
therewith,  is  as  follows; 

It  is  ordered.  That  respondents  Elysee 
Fabrics,  Inc.,  a  corporation,  and  its  of¬ 
ficers,  and  Gunther  F.  Ziegler,  individ¬ 
ually  and  as  an  officer  of  the  said  corpo¬ 
ration,  and  respondents’  representatives, 
agents,  and  employees,  directly  or 
through  any  corporate  or  other  device, 
in  connection  with  the  introduction,  de¬ 
livery  for  introduction,  sale,  advertising, 
or  offering  for  sale,  in  commerce,  or  the 
transportation  or  causing  to  be  trans¬ 
ported  in  commerce,  or  the  importation 
into  the  United  States,  of  textile  fiber 
products;  or  in  connection  with  the 
sale,  offering  for  sale,  advertising, 
delivery,  transportation,  or  causing  to 
be  transported,  of  textile  fiber  prod¬ 
ucts  which  have  been  advertised  or  of¬ 
fered  for  sale  in  commerce;  or  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  sale,  offering  for  sale, 
advertising,  delivery,  transportation,  or 
causing  to  be  transported,  after  ship¬ 
ment  in  commerce,  of  textile  fiber  prod¬ 
ucts,  either  in  their  original  state  or  con¬ 
tained  in  other  textile  fiber  products,  as 
the  terms  “commerce”  and  “textile  fiber 
product”  are  defined  in  the  Textile  Fiber 
Products  Identification  Act,  do  forthwith 
cease  and  desist  from : 

A.  Misbranding  textile  fiber  products 
by: 

1.  Falsely  or  deceptively  stamping, 
tagging,  labeling,  invoicing,  advertising 
or  otherwise  identifying  such  products 
as  to  the  name  or  amount  of  constituent 
fibers  contained  therein. 

2.  Falsely  or  deceptively  stamping, 
tagging,  labeling,  invoicing,  advertising, 
or  otherwise  identifying  such  products 
by  representing  either  directly  or  by  im¬ 
plication,  through  the  use  of  such  terms 
as  “linen  weave”,  and  “silky”,  or  any 
other  terms,  that  such  products  contain 
any  fibers  which  are  not  present  therein. 

3.  Failing  to  affix  labels  to  such  textile 
fiber  products  showing  each  element  of 
information  required  to  be  disclosed  by 
section  4(b)  of  the  Textile  Fiber  Prod¬ 
ucts  Identification  Act. 

4.  Setting  forth  the  generic  name  or 
fiber  trademark  of  a  fiber  present  in  any 
of  the  aforesaid  textile  fiber  products 
when  the  amount  of  such  fiber  is  five 
per  centum  or  less  of  the  total  fiber 
weight  of  such  product. 

5.  Using  a  fiber  trademark  as  a  part 
of  the  required  information  on  labels 
affixed  to  such  textile  fiber  products 
without  the  required  generic  name  of  the 
fiber  appearing  on  the  said  labels  in 
immediate  conjunction  therewith  and  in 
type  or  lettering  of  equal  size  and  con¬ 
spicuousness. 

6.  Using  a  generic  name  or  fiber  trade¬ 
mark  on  any  label,  whether  required  or 


nonrequired,  without  making  a  full  and 
complete  fiber  content  disclosure  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  Act  and  the  rules  and 
regulations  promulgated  thereunder,  the 
first  time  such  generic  name  or  fiber 
trademark  appears  on  the  label. 

7.  Failing  to  affix  labels  showing  the 
respective  fiber  content  and  other  re¬ 
quired  information  to  samples,  swatches 
and  specimens  of  textile  fiber  products 
subject  to  the  aforesaid  Act  which  are 
used  to  promote  or  effect  sales  of  such 
textile  fiber  products. 

B.  Falsely  or  deceptively  advertising 
textile  fiber  products  by: 

1.  Making  any  representation,  by  dis¬ 
closure  or  by  implication,  as  to  the  fiber 
content  of  any  textile  fiber  product  in 
any  written  advertisement  which  is  used 
to  aid,  promote  or  assist,  directly  or  in¬ 
directly,  in  the  sale  or  offering  for  sale 
of  such  textile  fiber  product  unless  the 
same  information  required  to  be  showrn 
on  the  stamp,  tag,  label  or  other  means 
of  identification  under  section  4(b)  (1) 
and  (2)  of  the  Textile  Fiber  Products 
Identification  Act  is  contained  in  the 
said  advertisement,  except  that  the  per¬ 
centages  of  the  fibers  present  in  the 
textile  fiber  product  need  not  be  stated. 

2.  Using  any  names,  words,  depictions, 
descriptive  matter,  or  other  symbols 
which  connote  or  signify  a  fur-bearing 
animal,  unless  such  products  or  parts 
thereof  in  connection  wTith  wdiich  the 
names,  wrords,  depictions,  descriptive 
matter  or  other  symbols  are  used,  are 
furs  or  fur  products  within  the  meaning 
of  the  Fur  Products  Labeling  Act,  pro¬ 
vided,  however,  where  a  textile  fiber 
product  contains  the  hair  or  fiber  of  a 
fur-bearing  animal,  the  name  of  such 
animal,  in  conjunction  with  the  wrord 
“fiber”,  “hair”,  or  “blend”,  may  be  used. 

3.  Setting  forth  the  generic  name  of 
a  fiber  present  in  any  of  the  aforesaid 
textile  fiber  products  wThen  the  amount 
of  such  fiber  is  five  per  centum  or  less 
of  the  total  fiber  wreight  of  such  product. 

4.  Using  a  generic  name  of  a  fiber  in 
advertising  textile  fiber  products  in  such 
a  manner  as  to  be  false,  deceptive  or  mis¬ 
leading  as  to  the  fiber  content  or  to  in¬ 
dicate,  directly  or  indirectly,  that  such 
textile  fiber  products  are  composed 
wholly  or  in  part  of  such  fiber  when  such 
is  not  the  case. 

5.  Using  nonrequired  information  and 
representations  in  such  advertising  in 
such  a  manner  as  to  be  false,  deceptive 
or  misleading  as  to  the  fiber  content  of 
the  textile  fiber  products  or  so  as  to 
interfere  with,  minimize  or  detract  from 
required  information. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  respond¬ 
ents,  Elysee  Fabrics,  Inc.,  a  corporation, 
and  its  officers,  and  Gunther  F.  Ziegler, 
individually  and  as  an  officer  of  said 
corporation,  and  respondents’  represent¬ 
atives,  agents,  and  employees,  directly 
or  through  any  corporate  or  other  device, 
in  connection  with  the  introduction  into 
commerce,  or  the  offering  for  sale,  sale, 
transportation,  distribution,  delivery  for 
shipment  or  shipment,  in  commerce,  of 
wool  products  as  the  terms  “commerce”, 
and  “wool  product”  are  defined  in  the 
Wool  Products  Labeling  Act  of  1939,  do 
forthwith  cease  and  desist  from  mis- 
,  branding  such  products  by: 


1.  Failing  to  securely  affix  to  or  place 
on  each  product  a  stamp,  tag,  label  or 
other  means  of  identification  showing 
in  a  clear  and  conspicuous  manner  each 
element  of  information  required  to  be 
disclosed  by  section  4(a)  (2)  of  the  Wool 
Products  Labeling  Act  of  1939. 

2.  Failing  to  affix  labels  to  samples, 
swatches  or  specimens  of  wool  products 
used  to  promote  or  effect  sales  of  wool 
products,  showing  each  element  of  in¬ 
formation  required  to  be  disclosed  by 
section  4(a'»(2>  of  the  Wool  Products 
Labeling  Act  of  1939. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  re¬ 
spondents  herein  shall,  within  sixty  (60) 
days  after  service  upon  them  of  this 
order,  file  writh  the  Commisison  a  report 
in  w’riting  setting  forth  in  detail  the 
manner  and  form  in  wrhich  they  have 
complied  with  this  order. 

Issued:  September  18,  1962. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Joseph  W.  Shea, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  62-10330:  Filed,  Oct.  16,  1962; 

8:48  a.m.] 


[Docket  C-220] 

part  1 3 — PROHIBITED  TRADE 
PRACTICES 

Fibre  Glass-Evercoat  Company,  Inc., 
et  al. 

Subpart — Advertising  falsely  or  mis¬ 
leadingly:  §  13.195  Safety:  §  13.195-60 
Product.  Subpart — Misbranding  or  mis¬ 
labeling:  §  13.1315  Safety.  Subpart — 
Neglecting,  unfairly  or  deceptively,  to 
make  material  disclosure:  §  13.1890 
Safety. 

(Sec.  6,  38  Stat.  721;  15  U.S.C.  46.  Interpret 
or  apply  sec.  5,  38  Stat.  719,  as  amended:  15 
U.S.C.  45)  [Cease  and  desist  order.  Fibre 
Glass-Evercoat  Company,  Inc.,  et  al.,  Cin¬ 
cinnati,  Ohio,  Docket  C-220,  Sept.  11,  1962] 

In  the  Matter  of  Fibre  Glass-Evercoat 
Company,  Inc.,  a  Corporation,  and 
Joseph  Linder,  and  Carl  Friedman, 
Individually  and  as  Officers  of  Said 
Corporation,  and  John  Fielman,  and 
Cecil  Wilson,  Individually 

Consent  order  requiring  Cincinnati 
sellers  of  a  plastic  metal  mender  desig¬ 
nated  “Ever-Flex”  to  automotive  dis¬ 
tributors  and  jobbers  for  resale,  to  cease 
representing  falsely  in  advertising  that 
their  said  product  was  nontoxic  and  safe 
and  to  cease  selling  it  without  adequate 
warning  on  containers  of  the  dangers 
attendant  on  its  use. 

The  order  to  cease  and  desist,  includ¬ 
ing  order  requiring  report  of  compliance 
therewith,  is  as  follows: 

It  is  ordered.  That  respondent  Fibre 
Glass-Evercoat  Company,  Inc.,  a  cor¬ 
poration,  and  its  officers,  and  respond¬ 
ents  Joseph  Linder  and  Carl  Friedman, 
individually  and  as  officers  of  said  cor¬ 
poration,  and  John  Fielman  and  Cecil 
Wilson,  individually,  and  respondents’ 
representatives,  agents  and  employees, 
directly  or  through  any  corporate  or 
other  device,  in  connection  with  the  of¬ 
fering  for  sale,  sale  or  distribution  in 
commerce,  as  “commerce”  is  defined  in 
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the  Federal  Trade  Commission  Act,  of  a 
plastic  metal  mender  designated  “Ever- 
Flex",  or  any  other  product  of  similar 
composition  or  possessing  substantially 
similar  properties,  under  whatever  name 
sold,  do  forthwith  cease  and  desist  from: 

1.  Representing,  directly  or  by  impli¬ 
cation,  that  the  creme  hardener  or  the 
liquid  hardener  or  the  plastic  metal 
mender  is  non-toxic  or  safe  or  will  not 
cause  itching  or  skin  irritation. 

2.  Using  a  label  on  the  container  for 
the  creme  hardener  which  does  not  set 
forth  in  a  clear  and  conspicuous  manner 
the  following  statements: 

Caution:  Keep  away  from  heat  or  flame. 
Keep  out  of  reach  of  children.  If  taken  in¬ 
ternally,  induce  vomiting;  consult  physician. 
Avoid  prolonged  or  repeated  contact  with 
skin.  In  case  of  contact,  flush  skin  with 
water. 

It  is  further  ordered,  That  the  re¬ 
spondents  herein  shall,  within  sixty  (60) 
days  after  service  upon  them  of  this 
order,  file  with  the  Commission  a  report 
in  writing  setting  forth  in  detail  the 
manner  and  form  in  which  they  have 
complied  with  this  order. 

Issued:  September  11,  1962. 

By  the  Commission. 


tives,  agents  and  employees,  directly  or 
through  any  corporate  or  other  device,  in 
connection  with  the  offering  for  sale,  sale 
or  distribution  in  commerce,  as  “com¬ 
merce”  is  defined  in  the  Federal  Trade 
Commission  Act,  of  a  plastic  metal 
mender  designated  “Claw  Plast  Black 
Armor”,  or  any  other  product  of  similar 
composition  or  possessing  substantially 
similar  properties,  under  whatever  name 
sold,  do  forthwith  cease  and  desist  from: 

1.  Representing,  directly  or  by  impli¬ 
cation,  that  the  creme  hardener  or  the 
metal  mender  is  nontoxic,  nonin jurious 
or  will  not  cause  itching  or  skin  irrita¬ 
tion. 

2.  Using  a  label  on  the  container  for 
the  liquid  hardener  which  does  not  set 
forth  in  a  clear  and  conspicuous  manner 
the  following  statements: 

Caution:  Keep  away  from  heat  or  flame. 
Keep  out  of  reach  of  children.  If  taken  in¬ 
ternally,  induce  vomiting;  consult  physician. 
Avoid  prolonged  or  repeated  contact  with 
skin.  In  case  of  contact,  flush  skin  with  wa¬ 
ter.  Use  in  well  ventilated  area;  avoid 
vapors. 

3.  Using  a  label  on  the  container  for 
the  creme  hardener  which  does  not  set 
forth  in  a  clear  and  conspicuous  manner 
the  following  statements: 


[seal]  Joseph  W.  Shea, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  62-10331;  Piled,  Oct.  16,  1962; 
8:48  a.m.] 


[Docket  C-224 ] 

part  13— prohibited  trade 
PRACTICES 

H.  Clausen  &  Co.,  Inc.,  and  Tyrus  W. 

Peck 

Subpart — Advertising  falsely  or  mis¬ 
leadingly  :  §  13.195  Safety:  §  13.195-60 
Product.  Subpart — Misbranding  or  mis¬ 
labeling:  §  13.1315  Safety.  Subpart — 
Neglecting,  unfairly  or  deceptively,  to 
make  material  disclosure.  §  13.1890 
Safety. 

(Sec.  6,  38  Stat.  721;  15  U.S.C.  46.  Interpret 
or  apply  sec.  5,  38  Stat.  719,  as  amended;  15 
U.S.C.  45)  [Cease  and  desist  order,  H. 
Clausen  &  Co.,  Inc.,  et  al.,  Fords,  N.J.,  Docket 
C-224,  Sept.  11,  1962] 

* 

In  the  Matter  of  H.  Clausen  &  Co.,  Inc., 
a  Corporation,  and  Tyrus  W.  Peck,  In¬ 
dividually  and  as  Officer  of  Said  Cor¬ 
poration 

Consent  order  requiring  distributors  in 
the  Village  of  Fords,  N.J.,  of  a  plastic 
metal  mender  designated  “Claw  Plast 
Black  Armor”  to  automotive  jobbers, 
distributors,  and  warehouses  for  resale 
to  autobody  and  truck  repair  shops,  to 
cease  advertising  falsely  that  their  said 
product  was  nontoxic  under  all  condi¬ 
tions  of  use,  and  to  set  forth  clearly  and 
conspicuously  on  labels  on  containers 
warning  of  dangers  and  directions  for 
safe  use  thereof. 

The  order  to  cease  and  desist,  includ¬ 
ing  order  requiring  report  of  compliance 
therewith,  is  as  follows: 

It  is  ordered,  That  respondent  H.  Clau¬ 
sen  &  Co.,  Inc.,  a  corporation,  and  its  offi¬ 
cers,  and  respondent  Tyrus  W.  Peck,  in¬ 
dividually  and  as  an  officer  of  said  cor¬ 
poration,  and  respondents’  representa¬ 


Caution:  Keep  away  from  heat  or  flame. 
Keep  out  of  reach  of  children.  If  taken 
internally,  induce  vomiting;  consult  physi¬ 
cian.  Avoid  prolonged  or  repeated  contact 
with  skin.  In  case  of  contact,  flush  skin 
with  water. 

4.  Using  a  label  on  the  container  for 
the  putty  which  does  not  set  forth  in 
a  clear  and  conspicuous  manner  the  fol¬ 
lowing  statements: 

Caution:  After  mixing  with  liquid  hard¬ 
ener  or  creme  hardener,  avoid  prolonged  or 
repeated  contact  with  skin.  In  case  of  con¬ 
tact,  flush  skin  with  water.  After  mixing 
with  liquid  hardener,  use  in  well  ventilated 
area;  avoid  vapors. 

It  is  further  ordered,  That  the  re¬ 
spondents  herein  shall,  within  sixty  (60) 
days  after  service  upon  them  of  this 
order,  file  with  the  Commission  a  report 
in  writing  setting  forth  in  detail  the 
manner  and  form  in  which  they  have 
complied  with  this  order. 

Issued:  September  11,  1962. 

By  the  Commission. 

[  sealI  Joseph  W.  Shea. 

Secretary. 

| F.R.  Doc.  62  10329;  Filed.  Oct.  16,  1962: 

8:47  a.m.] 


[Docket  C-216] 

PART  13— PROHIBITED  TRADE 
PRACTICES 

D.  S.  Lahmers  Co.,  Inc.,  and  Don  S. 
Lahmers 

Subpart — Advertising  falsely  or  mis¬ 
leadingly:  §  13.195  Safety:  §  13.195-60 
Product.  Subpart — Misbranding  or  mis¬ 
labeling:  §  13.1315  Safety.  Subpart — 
Neglecting,  unfairly  or  deceptively,  to 
make  material  disclosure:  §  13.1890 
Safety. 

(Sec.  6,  38  Stat.  721;  15  U.S.C.  46.  Interpret 
or  apply  sec.  5,  38  Stat.  719,  as  amended;  15 
US.C.  46)  [Cease  and  desist  order,  D.  S. 
Lahmers  Co.,  Inc.,  et  al.,  Dover,  Ohio,  Docket 
C-216,  Sept.  10,  1962] 


In  the  Matter  of  D.  S.  Lahmers  Co.,  Inc., 

a  Corporation,  and  Don  S.  Lahmers, 

Individually  and  as  an  Officer  of  Said 

Corporation 

Consent  order  requiring  Dover,  Ohio, 
sellers  of  a  plastic  metal  mender  desig¬ 
nated  “Laco  Presto”  to  automotive  job¬ 
bers  for  resale  to  autobody  repair  shops, 
to  cease  advertising  falsely  in  magazines 
and  on  labels,  etc.,  that  the  product,  was 
nontoxic,  and  to  label  containers  con¬ 
spicuously  as  to  dangers  attendant  on  its 
use. 

The  order  to  cease  and  desist,  includ¬ 
ing  order  requiring  report  of  compliance 
therewith,  is  as  follows: 

It  is  ordered,  That  respondent  D.  S. 
Lahmers  Co.,  Inc.,  a  corporation,  and  its 
officers,  and  respondent  Don  S.  Lahmers, 
individually  and  as  an  officer  of  said 
corporation,  and  respondents’  represen¬ 
tatives,  agents,  and  employees,  directly 
or  through  any  corporate  or  other  device, 
in  connection  with  the  offering  for  sale, 
sale  or  distribution  in  commerce,  as 
“commerce”  is  defined  in  the  Federal 
Trade  Commission  Act,  of  a  plastic  metal 
mender  designated  “Laco  Presto”,  or  any 
other  product  of  similar  composition  or 
possessing  substantially  similar  proper¬ 
ties  under  whatever  name  sold,  do  forth¬ 
with  cease  and  desist  from: 

( 1 )  Representing,  directly  or  by  impli¬ 
cation,  that  the  cream  hardner  or  the 
metal  mender  is  nontoxic  or  will  not 
cause  itching  or  skin  irritation. 

<  2 )  Using  a  label  on  the  container  for 
the  cream  hardner  which  does  not  set 
forth  in  a  clear  and  conspicuous  manner 
the  following  statements: 

Caution:  Keep  away  from  heat  or  flame. 
Keep  out  of  reach  of  children.  If  taken 
internally,  induce  vomiting;  consult  physi¬ 
cian.  Avoid  prolonged  or  repeated  contact 
with  skin.  In  case  of  contact,  flush  skin 
with  water. 

( 3 )  Using  a  label  on  the  container  for 
the  putty  which  does  not  set  forth  in  a 
clear  and  conspicuous  manner  the  fol¬ 
lowing  statements: 

Caution:  After  mixing  with  cream  hard¬ 
ener,  avoid  prolonged  or  repeated  contact 
with  skin.  In  case  of  contact,  flush  skin 
with  water. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  re¬ 
spondents  herein  shall,  within  sixty  <  60  > 
days  after  service  upon  them  of  this 
order,  file  with  the  Commission  a  report 
in  writing  setting  forth  in  detail  the 
manner  and  form  in  which  they  have 
complied  with  this  order. 

Issued:  September  10, 1962. 

By  the  Commission. 

I  seal]  Joseph  W.  Shea, 

Secretary. 

|  F.R.  Doc.  62-10332;  Filed,  Oct.  16.  1962: 

8:48  a.m.[ 

[Docket  C— 223] 

part  13— PROHIBITED  TRADE 
PRACTICES 

Lam  Fi  Corp.  et  al. 

Subpart — Advertising  falsely  or  mis¬ 
leadingly:  §  13.195  Safety:  §  13.195-60 
Product.  Subpart — Misbranding  or  mis- 
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labeling:  §  13.1315  Safety.  Subpart — 
Neglecting,  unfairly  or  deceptively  to 
make  material  disclosure:  §  13.1890 
Safety. 

(Sec.  6,  38  Stat.  721;  15  U.S.C.  46.  Interpret 
or  apply  sec.  5,  38  Stat.  719,  as  amended;  15 
U.S.C.  45)  [Cease  and  desist  order,  Lam  Fi 
Corp.  et  al.,  Rochester,  N.Y.,  Docket  C-223, 
Sept.  11,  1962] 

In  the  Matter  of  Lam  Fi  Corp.,  a  Cor¬ 
poration,  and  Howard  L.  Guenther, 

Earl  J.  Guenther,  and  Joseph  L. 

Dcmske,  Individually  and  as  Officers 

of  Said  Corporation 

Consent  order  requiring  Rochester, 
N.Y.,  distributors  of  a  plastic  metal 
mender  designated  “Jiffy  Black”  to  con¬ 
sumers  to  cease  representing  falsely  that 
such  product  was  nontoxic,  and  to  label 
containers  clearly  and  conspicuously 
with  adequate  warnings  as  to  possible 
danger  attendant  on  its  use  and  direc¬ 
tions  for  safe  handling. 

The  order  to  cease  and  desist,  includ¬ 
ing  order  requiring  report  of  compliance 
therewith,  is  as  follows: 

It  is  ordered,  That  respondent  Lam  Pi 
Corp.,  a  corporation,  and  its  officers,  and 
respondents  Howard  L.  Guenther,  Earl 
J.  Guenther,  and  Joseph  L.  Demske,  in¬ 
dividually  and  as  officers  of  said  cor¬ 
poration,  and  respondents’  representa¬ 
tives,  agents,  and  employees,  directly  or 
through  any  corporate  or  other  device, 
in  connection  with  the  offering  for  sale, 
sale  or  distribution  in  commerce,  as 
“commerce”  is  defined  in  the  Federal 
Trade  Commission  Act,  of  a  plastic 
metal  mender  designated  “Jiffy  Black”, 
or  any  other  product  of  similar  compo¬ 
sition  or  possessing  substantially  similar 
properties,  under  whatever  name  sold,  do 
forthwith  cease  and  desist  from: 

1.  Representing,  directly  or  by  impli¬ 
cation: 

(a)  That  the  cream  hardener  is  non¬ 
toxic  or  will  not  cause  itching  or  skin 
irritation. 

(b)  That  the  plastic  metal  mender  is 
nontoxic  or  will  not  cause  itching  or  skin 
irritation. 

2.  Using  a  label  on  the  container  for 
the  cream  hardener  which  does  not  set 
forth  in  a  clear  and  conspicuous  manner 
the  following  statements: 

Caution:  Keep  away  from  heat  or  flame. 
Keep  out  of  reach  of  children.  If  taken  in¬ 
ternally,  Induce  vomiting;  consult  physician. 
Avoid  prolonged  or  repeated  contact  with 
skin.  In  case  of  contact,  flush  skin  with 
water. 

3.  Using  a  label  on  the  container  for 
the  putty  which  does  not  set  forth  in  a 
clear  and  conspicuous  manner  the  fol¬ 
lowing  statements: 

Caution:  After  mixing  with  cream  hard¬ 
ener,  avoid  prolonged  or  repeated  contact 
with  skin.  In  case  of  contact,  flush  skin  with 
water. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  re¬ 
spondents  herein  shall,  within  sixty  (60) 
days  after  service  upon  them  of  this 
order,  file  with  the  Commission  a  report 
in  writing  setting  forth  in  detail  the 


manner  and  form  in  which  they  have 
complied  with  this  order. 

Issued:  September  11,  1962. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  JosErH  W.  Shea, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  62-10333;  Filed.  Oct.  16,  1962; 
8:48  a.m.] 

[Docket  C-209] 

PART  13— PROHIBITED  TRADE 
PRACTICES 

Mariin-Senour  Co. 

Subpart — Advertising  falsely  or  mis¬ 
leadingly:  §  13.195  Safety:  §  13.195-60 
Product.  Subpart — Neglecting,  unfairly 
or  deceptively,  to  make  material  disclo¬ 
sure:  §  13.1890  Safety. 

(Sec.  6,  38  Stat.  721;  15  U.S.C.  46.  Interpret 
or  apply  sec.  5,  38  Stat.  719,  as  amended;  15 
U.S.C.  45)  [Cease  and  desist  order,  The 
Martin-Senour  Company,  Cleveland,  Ohio, 
.Docket  C-209,  Aug.  31,  1962] 

Consent  order  requiring  a  Cleveland 
distributor  of  plastic  metal  menders  des¬ 
ignated  “Blu-Flex”  and  “Fuse-Tite”  to 
wholesalers,  to  cease  such  unfair  prac¬ 
tices  as  stating  in  catalogs  “Blu-Flex 
*  *  *  It’s  non-toxic”  when  in  fact  such 
product  could  cause  itching  or  skin  irri¬ 
tation;  to  disclose  conspicuously  on 
labels  such  danger  in  use  and  treatment 
therefor  and  the  fact  of  the  product’s 
flammability;  and  to  make  similar  dis¬ 
closures  on  labels  of  its  “Fuse-Tite”  prod¬ 
uct,  as  well  as  the  importance  of  avoid¬ 
ing  its  vapors. 

The  order  to  cease  and  desist,  includ¬ 
ing  order  requiring  report  of  compliance 
therewith,  is  as  follows: 

It  is  ordered.  That  respondent  The 
Martin-Senour  Company,  a  corporation, 
and  its  officers,  representatives,  agents 
and  employees,  directly  or  through  any 
corporate  or  other  device,  in  connection 
with  the  offering  for  sale,  sale  or  dis¬ 
tribution  in  commerce,  as  “commerce”  is 
defined  in  the  Federal  Trade  Commis¬ 
sion  Act,  of  plastic  metal  menders  des¬ 
ignated  “Blu-Flex”  and  “Fuse-Tite”,  or 
any  other  product  or  products  of  similar 
composition  or  possessing  substantially 
similar  properties  under  whatever  name 
or  names  sold,  do  forthwith  cease  and 
desist  from: 

1.  Representing,  directly  or  by  im¬ 
plication,  that  the  plastic  metal  mender 
designated  “Blu-Flex”,  or  any  other 
product  of  similar  composition  or  pos¬ 
sessing  substantially  similar  properties, 
is  nontoxic  or  will  not  cause  itching  or 
skin  irritation. 

2.  Using  a  label  on  the  container  for 
the  cream  hardener  which  does  not  set 
forth  in  a  clear  and  conspicuous  manner 
the  following  statements: 

Caution:  Keep  away  from  heat  or  flame. 
Keep  out  of  reach  of  children.  If  taken  in¬ 
ternally,  induce  vomiting;  consult  physician. 
Avoid  prolonged  or  •  repeated  contact  with 
skin.  In  case  of  contact,  flush  skin  with 
water. 

3.  Using  a  label  on  the  container  for 
the  putty  used  in  the  plastic  metal 


mender  designated  “Blu-Flex”,  or  any 
other  product  of  similar  composition  or 
possessing  substantially  similar  prop¬ 
erties,  which  does  not  set  forth  in  a  clear 
and  conspicuous  manner  the  following 
statements: 

Caution:  After  mixing  with  cream  hard¬ 
ener,  avoid  prolonged  or  repeated  contact 
with  skin.  In  case  of  contact,  flush  skin 
with  water. 

4.  Using  a  label  on  the  container  for 
the  liquid  hardener  which  does  not  set 
forth  in  a  clear  and  conspicuous  manner 
the  following  statements: 

Caution:  Keep  away  from  heat  or  flame. 
Keep  out  of  reach  of  children.  If  taken 
internally  induce  vomiting;  consult  phy¬ 
sician.  Avoid  prolonged  or  repeated  contact 
with  skin.  In  case  of  contact,  flush  skin 
with  water.  Use  in  well  ventilated  area; 
avoid  vapors. 

5.  Using  a  label  on  the  container  for 
the  putty  used  in  the  plastic  metal  mend¬ 
er  designated  “Fuse-Tite”,  or  any  other 
product  of  similar  composition  or  pos¬ 
sessing  substantially  similar  properties, 
which  does  not  set  forth  in  a  clear  and 
conspicuous  manner  the  following  state¬ 
ments: 

Caution:  After  mixing  with  liquid  hard¬ 
ener,  avoid  prolonged  or  repeated  contact 
with  skin.  In  case  of  contact,  flush  skin  with 
water.  Use  in  well-ventilated  area;  avoid 
vapors. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  respond¬ 
ent  herein  shall,  within  sixty  (60)  days 
after  service  upon  it  of  this  order,  file 
with  the  Commission  a  report  in  writing 
setting  forth  in  detail  the  manner  and 
form  in  which  it  has  complied  with 
this  order. 

Issued:  August  31, 1962. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Joseph  N.  Kuzew, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  62-10334;  Filed,  Oct.  16,  1962; 

8:49  a.m.] 


[Docket  C-222] 

PART  13— PROHIBITED  TRADE 
PRACTICES 

U.S.  Chemical  &  Plastics,  Inc.,  et  al. 

Subpart — Advertising  falsely  or  mis¬ 
leadingly:  §  13.195  Safety:  §  13.195-60 
Product.  Subpart — Misbranding  or  mis¬ 
labeling:  §  13.1315  Safety.  Subpart — 
Neglecting,  unfairly  or  deceptively,  to 
make  material  disclosure:  §  13.1890 
Safety. 

(Sec.  6,  38  Stat.  721;  15  U.S.C.  46.  Interpret 
or  apply  sec.  5,  38  Stat.  719,  as  amended;  15 
U.S.C.  45)  [Cease  and  desist  order,  U.S. 
Chemical  &  Plastics,  Inc.,  et  al..  Canton, 
Ohio,  Docket  C-222,  Sept.  11,  1961] 

In  the  Matter  of  U.S.  Chemical  &  Plas¬ 
tics,  Inc.,  a  Corporation  and  Jerome 
L.  Maggiore,  Phillip  Maggiore,  and 
Jerome  V.  Maggiore,  Individually  and 
as  Officers  of  Said  Corporation 

Consent  order  requiring  Canton,  Ohio, 
distributors  of  plastic  metal  menders 
designated  “Jet  Black”,  and  “Jet  Bond”, 
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“Kwik  Magic”  and  ‘‘Black  Label”  to 
warehouse  distributors  and  jobbers  for 
resale  to  autobody  repair  shops  and 
others,  to  cease  representing  falsely  that 
such  products  were  nontoxic  and  safe 
under  all  conditions  of  use,  and  to  label 
containers  of  the  products  clearly  and 
conspicuously  with  directions  for  safe 
use. 

The  order  to  cease  and  desist,  includ¬ 
ing  order  requiring  report  of  compliance 
therewith,  is  as  follows: 

It  is  ordered.  That  respondent  U.S. 
Chemical  &  Plastics,  Inc.,  a  corporation, 
and  its  officers,  and  respondents  Jerome 
L.  Maggiore,  Philip  Maggiore  and  Jer¬ 
ome  V.  Maggiore,  individually  and  as 
officers  of  said  corporation,  and  respond¬ 
ents'  representatives,  agents  and  em¬ 
ployees,  directly  or  through  any  cor¬ 
porate  or  other  device,  in  connection 
with  the  offering  for  sale,  sale  or  distri¬ 
bution  in  commerce,  as  “commerce”  is 
defined  in  the  Federal  Trade  Commis¬ 
sion  Act,  of  plastic  metal  menders  des¬ 
ignated  “Jet  Black”,  “Jet  Bond”,  “Kwik 
Magic”  and  “Black  Label”,  or  any  other 
product  or  products  of  similar  composi¬ 
tion  or  possessing  substantially  similar 
properties  under  whatever  name  or 
names  sold,  do  forthwith  cease  and  de¬ 
sist  from: 

1.  Representing,  directly  or  by  impli¬ 
cation  : 

(a)  That  the  cream  hardener  is  non¬ 
toxic  or  w’ill  not  cause  itching  or  skin 
irritation. 

(b)  That  any  of  the  plastic  metal 
menders  is  nontoxic  or  safe  or  will  not 
cause  itching  or  skin  irritation. 

2.  Using  a  label  on  the  container  for 
the  cream  hardener  which  does  not  set 
forth  in  a  clear  and  conspicuous  manner 
the  following  statements: 

Caution:  Keep  away  from  heat  or  flame. 
Keep  out  of  reach  of  children.  If  taken  in¬ 
ternally,  induce  vomiting:  consult  physician. 
Avoid  prolonged  or  repeated  contact  with 
skin.  In  case  of  contact,  flush  skin  with 
water. 

3.  Using  a  label  on  the  container  for 
any  of  the  putties  used  in  the  plastic 
metal  menders  designated  “Jet  Black”, 
“Jet  Bond”  or  “Kwik  Magic”,  or  any 
other  product  or  products  of  similar  com¬ 
position  or  possessing  'substantially 
similar  properties,  which  does  not  set 
forth  in  a  clear  and  conspicuous  man¬ 
ner  the  following  statements: 

Caution:  After  mixing  with  cream  hard¬ 
ener,  avoid  prolonged  or  repeated  contact 
with  skin.  In  case  of  contact,  flush  skin 
with  water. 

4.  Using  a  label  on  the  container 
for  the  liquid  hardener  which  does  not 
set  forth  in  a  clear  and  conspicuous 
manner  the  following  statements: 

Caution:  Keep  away  from  heat  or  flame. 
Keep  out  of  reach  of  children.  If  taken 
internally,  induce  vomiting:  consult  physi¬ 
cian.  Avoid  prolonged  or  repeated  contact 
with  skin.  In  case  of  contact,  flush  skin 
with  water.  Use  in  well  ventilated  area; 
avoid  vapors. 

5.  Using  a  label  on  the  container  for 
the  putty  used  in  the  plastic  metal 
mender  designated  “Black  Label”,  or  any 
other  product  of  similar  composition  or 
possessing  substantially  similar  proper¬ 
ties,  which  does  not  set  forth  in  a  clear 


and  conspicuous  manner  the  following 
statements: 

Caution:  Keep  out  of  reach  of  children. 
If  taken  internally,  induce  vomiting;  con¬ 
sult  physician.  Avoid  prolonged  or  repeated 
contact  with  skin.  In  case  of  contact,  flush 
skin  with  water.  Use  in  well  ventilated  area; 
avoid  vapors. 

It  is  further  ordered,  That  the  respond¬ 
ents  herein  shall,  within  sixty  (60)  days 
after  service  upon  them  of  this  order, 
file  with  the  Commission  a  report  in 
writing  setting  forth  in  detail  the  man¬ 
ner  and  form  in  which  they  have  com¬ 
plied  with  this  order. 

Issued:  September  11,  1962. 

By  the  Commiseion. 

I  seal  1  Joseph  W.  Shea, 

Secretary. 

| F.R.  Doc.  62-10395;  Filed,  Oct.  16,  1962; 

Q:40  ».m.] 

Title  18— CONSERVATION 
OF  POWER 

Chapter  I — Federal  Power 
Commission 

[Docket  Ho.  R-207 ] 

part  154 — RATE  SCHEDULES  AND 
TARIFFS 

Filings  by  Pipeline  Companies; 

Correction 

October  10, 1962. 

In  Order  No.  254,  amending  §  154.' 03 
of  the  Regulations  Under  The  Natv.al 
Gas  Act,  issued  September  20,  1962  and 
published  in  the  Fidiral  Register  Sep¬ 
tember  26,  1962  (F.R.  Doc.  62-9576;  27 
FR-9500-9508) . 

Page  9500,  second  column,  change  last 
sentence  in  first  full  paragraph  to  read 
“Section  154.63(f)  includes  the  descrip¬ 
tions  of  two  new  statements  not  hereto¬ 
fore  required,  to  wit,  Statement  O  relat¬ 
ing  to  description  of  operations  and 
Statement  P  relating  to  prepared  testi¬ 
mony.” 

Page  9504,  first  column,  change  second 
line  of  subparagraph  (4)  to  read  “In  the 
Statements  described  in  paragraph 
(f)  *  * 

Page  9505,  Column  3,  line  4  delete 
asterisk. 

Jockph  H.  Gutride, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  62-10323;  Filed,  Oct.  16.  1962; 

8:46  am.] 

Title  19— CUSTOMS  DUTIES 

Chapter  I — Bureau  of  Customs, 
Department  of  the  Treasury 

[T.D.  55733] 

PART  10— articles  conditionally 

FREE,  SUBJECT  TO  A  REDUCED 

RATE,  ETC. 

Articles  for  Use  of  Foreign  Military 

Personnel  and  Their  Immediate 

Families 

Public  Law  271,  81st  Congress  (sec¬ 
tion  196a,  title  19,  United  States  Code) 


permits  entry  free  of  duties  and  internal- 
revenue  taxes  imposed  upon  or  by  reason 
of  importation  of  articles  entered  for 
consumption  or  withdrawn  from  ware¬ 
house  for  consumption  on  or  after  Au¬ 
gust  28,  1949,  for  the  official  use  of  any 
person  who  is  on  duty  in  the  United 
States,  its  territories,  or  possessions  as  a 
member  of  the  armed  forces  of  any  for¬ 
eign  country,  or  for  the  personal  use  of 
any  such  person  or  of  any  member  of  his 
immediate  family.  The  law  provides 
further  that  if  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  shall  find  that  any  such  foreign 
country  does  not  accord  similar  treat¬ 
ment  to  members  of  the  armed  forces  of 
the  United  States  or  members  of  their 
immediate  families,  the  privileges 
granted  by  the  law,  shall,  after  collectors 
of  customs  have  been  officially  advised  of 
such  finding,  be  accorded  only  to  the  ex¬ 
tent  that  similar  treatment  is  accorded 
by  such  foreign  country  to  members  of 
the  armed  forces  of  the  United  States  or 
members  of  their  immediate  families. 
To  provide  controls  on  the  entry  or  with¬ 
drawal  from  warehouse  for  consumption 
of  alcoholic  beverages  under  19  U.S.C. 
196a  and  to  incorporate  in  the  regula¬ 
tions  the  reciprocal  feature  of  this  law, 
$  10.30c  of  the  Customs  Regulations  is 
amended  as  follows : 

Paragraph  (a)  is  amended  by  adding 
at  the  end  thereof  the  following:  “When 
collectors  of  customs  have  been  advised 
officially  of  a  finding  by  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury  that  a  foreign  country 
does  not  reciprocate  to  members  of  the 
armed  forces  of  the  United  States  on  duty 
in  its  country  and  members  of  their  im¬ 
mediate  families  the  privileges  accorded 
its  members  and  their  families  in  the 
United  States,  the  collectors  shall  accord 
to  the  personnel  of  such  foreign  govern¬ 
ment  privileges  under  the  law  only  to  the 
extent  to  which  the  foreign  government 
or  governments  accord  similar  treatment 
to  members  of  the  armed  forces  of  the 
United  States  and  members  of  their  im¬ 
mediate  families.” 

Paragraph  (b)  is  amended  by  adding 
the  following  at  the  end  thereof:  “In 
the  case  of  the  entry  for  consumption 
or  withdrawal  from  warehouse  for  con¬ 
sumption  for  personal  use  of  alcoholic 
beverages  in  amounts  in  excess  of  one 
case  per  month  per  person  entitled  to  the 
free  entry  privilege,  an  application  in 
writing  signed  by  the  person  entitled  to 
the  privilege  shall  be  made  to  the  col¬ 
lector  of  customs  stating  explicitly  the 
reasons  for  the  quantity  requested.  The 
application  shall  be  approved  by  the  offi¬ 
cer  or  person  in  charge  of  the  armed 
forces  involved  or  a  person  designated 
specifically  by  such  officer  or  person  in 
charge  as  authorized  to  approve  such  re¬ 
quests.  Questionable  cases  shall  be  re¬ 
ferred  to  the  Bureau  for  instructions.” 

(R.S.  161,  as  amended.  Sec.  1,  63  Stat.  666: 
5  U.S.C.  22,  19  U.S.C.  196a) 

[seal]  Philip  Nichols,  Jr., 

Commissioner  of  Customs. 

Approved:  October  10,  1962. 

James  Pomeroy  Hendrick, 

Acting  Assistant  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury. 

| F.R.  Doc.  62-10348;  Filed,  Oct.  16,  1962; 

8:51  a.m.] 


10158 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


Title  32— NATIONAL  DEFENSE 

Chapter  VII — Department  of  the 
Air  Force 

SUBCHAPTER  W — AIR  FORCE  PROCUREMENT 
INSTRUCTION 

PART  1003— PROCUREMENT  BY 
NEGOTIATION 

Subpart  D — Types  of  Contracts 

Subpart  D  is  revised  to  read  as  follows: 

Sec. 

1003.404  Fixed-price  contracts. 

1003.404- 3  Fixed-price  contract  with  escala¬ 

tion  (FPE) . 

1003.404- 4  Fixed-price  incentive  contracts. 

1003.404- 5  Prospective  price  redetermina¬ 

tion  at  a  stated  time  or  times 
during  performance  (FPR-A). 

1003.404- 6  Retroactive  and  prospective  price 

redetermination  at  a  stated 
time  during  performance 
(FPR-C) . 

1003.404- 7  Retroactive  price  redetermina¬ 

tion  after  completion  (FPR- 
E). 

1003.404- 50  Redetermination  upon  happen¬ 

ing  of  a  specified  contingency 
(FPR-X). 

1003.405  Cost-reimbursement  type  con¬ 

tracts. 

1003.405- 1  General. 

1003.405- 4  Cost-plus-incentive-fee  contracts 

(CPIF) . 

1003.405- 5  Cost-plus-fix  ed-fee  contract 

(CPFF) . 

1003.406  Other  types  of  contracts. 

1003.406- 1  -Time  and  materials  contract 

(T-M). 

1003.406- 2  Labor-hour  contract  (L-H) . 

1003.407  Additional  incentives. 

1003.407- 2  Contracts  with  performance  in¬ 

centives. 

1003.407- 3  Contracts  with  value  engineering 

incentives. 

1003.408  Letter  contract. 

1003.409  Indefinite  delivery  type  con¬ 

tracts. 

1003.409- 50  Call  procurement  arrangements. 

1003.410  Other  types  of  agreements. 

1003.410- 1  Basic  agreement  (BA) . 

1003.410- 50  Open  contracts  (OC). 

Authority:  §§  1003.404  to  1003.410-50  is¬ 
sued  under  sec.  8012,  70A  Stat.  488;  10  U.S.C. 
8012.  Interpret  or  apply  secs.  2301-2314,  70A 
Stat.  127-133;  10  U.S.C.  2301-2314. 

§  1003.404  Fixed-price  contracts. 

§  1003.404—3  Fixed-price  contract  with 
escalation  (FPE). 

(a)  FPE  clauses.  Depending  upon  the 
type  of  escalation,  clauses  in  §§  7.106  and 
7.107  of  this  title  apply. 

§  1003.404—4  Fixed-price  incentive  con¬ 
tracts. 

(a)  Description.  The  firm  target  in¬ 
centive  contract  is  identified  by  the  sym¬ 
bol  FPIF.  The  successive  target  incen¬ 
tive  contract  is  identified  by  the  symbol 
FPIS. 

(b)  Limitations.  The  determinations 
and  findings  required  to  support  usex>f 
these  contracts  will  be  made  as  outlined 
in  §  1003.303. 

(c)  FPIF  and  FPIS  clauses.  The 
clause  in  §  7.108  of  this  title  applies  for 
the  FPIF  contract,  and  the  clause  in 
§  1007.108-50  of  this  subchapter  for  the 
FPIS  contract. 


§  1003.404—5  Prospective  price  redeter- 
mination  at  a  stated  time  or  times 
during  performance  (FPR— A). 

FPR-A  clause.  Section  7.109-2  of  this 
title  applies. 

§  1003.404—6  Retroactive  and  prospec¬ 
tive  price  redetermination  at  a  stated 
time  during  performance  (FPR— C). 

(а)  Limitations.  To  obtain  Hq  AFSC 
or  Hq  AFLC  written  approval  for  use  of 
this  contract,  as  required  by  §  3.404-6 (c) 
(8)  of  this  title,  contracting  officers  lo¬ 
cated  in  AFSC  procurement  activities 
and  Office  of  Aerospace  Research  (OAR) 
will  address  requests  to  AFSC  (ASXKF) , 
WPAFB,  Ohio;  requests  from  contracting 
officers  located  in  all  other  AF  procure¬ 
ment  activities  will  be  addressed  to 
AFLC  (MCPKP) .  Requests  for  ap¬ 
proval  will  be  signed  by  the  contracting 
officer  and  will  contain  the  following  in¬ 
formation: 

(1)  Name  of  proposed  contractor  and 
brief  description  of  supplies  or  services 
being  procured. 

(2)  Unit  and  total  prices,  including 
both  billing  and  ceiling  prices. 

(3)  Delivery  schedule  of  supplies  to 
be  furnished,  or  scheduled  date  for  com¬ 
pletion  of  performance  if  services  are 
being  procured. 

(4)  Method  of  source  selection.  If 
competitive,  indicate  also  the  contract 
type,  and  the  unit  and  total  prices  pro¬ 
posed  by  each  rejected  offeror,  including 
ceiling  prices,  if  applicable. 

(5)  Copy  of  the  record  of  price 
negotiation. 

(б)  Statement  indicating  that  each  of 
the  requirements  under  §  3.404-6 (c)  (1) 
through  (7)  of  this  title  has  been  con¬ 
sidered  and  complied  with. 

§  1003.404—7  Retroactive  price  redeter¬ 
mination  after  completion  (FPR— E). 

(a)  Limitations.  To  obtain  Hq  AFSC 
or  Hq  AFLC  written  approval  for  use  of 
this  contract,  as  required  by  §  3.404-7 
(c)  (4)  of  this  title,  contracting  officers 
located  in  AFSC  procurement  activities 
and  OAR  will  address  requests  to  AFSC 
(ASXKF)  WPAFB,  Ohio;  requests  from 
contracting  officers  located  in  all  other 
AF  procurement  activities  will  be  ad¬ 
dressed  to  AFLC  (MCPKP).  Requests 
for  approval  will  be  signed  by  the  con¬ 
tracting  officer  and  will  include  the  same 
information  required  by  §  1003.404-6 (a) 

(1)  through  (5),  together  with  a  state¬ 
ment  indicating  that  each  of  the  require¬ 
ments  under  §  3.404-7(c)  of  this  title  has 
been  considered  and  complied  with. 

(b)  FPR-E  clause.  Section  7.109-4 
of  this  title  applies. 

§  1003.404—50  Redetermination  upon 
happening  of  a  speeified  contingeney 
(FPR-X). 

(a)  Description.  This  contract  pro¬ 
vides  for  an  equitable  upward  revision  of 
Rfices  upon  the  happening  of  a  con¬ 
tingency  specified  in  the  clause  as  a 
“basic  assumption.” 

(b)  Application.  This  contract  is 
available  for  Air  Force  use  pursuant  to  a 
blanket  ASPR  deviation.  It  is  appro¬ 
priate  for  use  when,  except  for  the 
specified  contingency,  realistic,  firm  fixed 


prices  can  be  negotiated  initially.  Its 
purpose  is  to  limit  any  upward  revision 
to  the  identified  contingency  situation, 
which  is  beyond  the  contractor’s  control. 
The  major  difference  between  the  FPE 
and  FPRr-X  contract  types  is  that  the 
FPR-X  contemplates  certain  identifiable 
contingent  situations. 

(c)  Limitations.  This  contract  type 
will  not  be  used  unless  all  of  the  follow¬ 
ing  conditions  are  met: 

(1)  The  procurement  is  for  motion 
picture  production. 

(2)  The  contractor  warrants  that  the 
price  does  not  include  any  charge  for 
the  contingency. 

(3)  The  contingency  is  outside  the 
contractor’s  control,  such  as  weather 
conditions,  failure  of  the  Government  to 
furnish  equipment,  etc. 

(4)  The  following  contingencies  are 

not  covered  by  the  contract  clause:  (i) 
Changes  in  taxes  or  duties,  (ii)  changes 
in  wage  rates  or  employment  conditions, 
(iii)  changes  in  material  costs,  (iv)  risks 
arising  in  relation  to  patents,  and  (v) 
termination  of  the  contract  in  whole  or 
in  part.  \ 

(d)  FPR-X  clause.  Section  1007.109- 
50  applies. 

§  1003.405  Cost-reimbursement  type 
contracts. 

§  1003.405-1  General. 

Determinations  and  findings  required 
to  support  use  of  cost-reimbursement 
type  contracts  will  be  made  according  to 
the  requirements  of  §  1003.303. 

§  1003.405—4  Cost-plus-incentive-fec  con. 
tracts  (CPIF). 

(a)  Limitations.  For  procedures  to  be 
followed  when  requesting  Secretarial 
approval  to  exceed  administrative  limi¬ 
tations  on  target  fees,  see  §  1003.405-5. 

(b)  CPIF  clause.  Section  7.203-4 (b) 
of  this  title  applies. 

§  1003.405—5  Cost-plus-fixed-fee  eon- 
tract  (CPFF). 

(a)  Limitations.  (1)  For  contracts 
placed  by  AFSC  or  AFLC  procurement 
activities,  those  officials  who  have  been 
authorized  to  make  determinations  and 
findings  to  support  the  use  of  CPFF  and 
CPIF  contracts  (see  §  1003.303)  are  also 
authorized  to  approve  fixed  and  target 
fees  within  the  prescribed  ASPR  admin¬ 
istrative  limitations. 

(2)  To  obtain  Secretarial  approval  to 
exceed  the  prescribed  ASPR  administra¬ 
tive  limitations  on  fixed  and  target  fees, 
the  procuring  activity  will  forward  a 
request  for  approval  to  the  Director  of 
Procurement  Management,  Hq  USAF. 
AFSC  procurement  activities  and  OAR 
will  route  such  requests  through  AFSC 
(SCMK-3) ;  all  other  AF  procurement 
activities  will  route  requests  through 
AFLC  (MCPC).  The  request  Will  con¬ 
tain  a  full  statement  of  facts  and  recom¬ 
mendations,  identifying  the  supplies  or 
service  being  procured  and  the  type  of 
procurement  involved  (research,  devel¬ 
opment,  production,  architectural  or  en¬ 
gineering  services,  etc.) ,  the  need  for  the 
supplies  or  services  being  procured,  esti¬ 
mated  (target)  costs,  percentage  of  fixed 
(target)  fee  proposed,  fees  on  prior  con- 
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tracts  for  similar  work  with  the  same  or 
other  contractors,  description  of  the  in-  ' 
centive  arrangement  if  CPIP,  and  all 
other  pertinent  information. 

§  1003.406  Other  types  of  contracts. 

§  1003.406-1  Time  and  materials  con¬ 
tract  (T— M). 

(a)  Limitations.  The  determination 
that  no  other  type  of  contract  will  suit¬ 
ably  serve  may  be  accomplished  by  the 
contracting  officer  placing  the  contract 
if  the  total  consideration  is  not  in  excess 
of  $5,000.  For  contracts  in  excess  of 
$5,000,  the  determination  will  be  ac¬ 
complished  by  the  following,  subject  to 
the  provisions  of  subparagraph  (3)  of 
this  paragraph: 

(1)  Staff  officer  in  charge  of  procure¬ 
ment  at  the  AFLC  or  AFSC  procurement 
activity  concerned,  or  the  staff  officer 
responsible  for  procurement  within 
APRE,  FEAPR,  or  OAR. 

(2)  The  commander  of  the  major 
command  concerned  (or  a  duly  author¬ 
ized  representative  not  below  the  level 
of  the  staff  officer  responsible  for  pro¬ 
curement  within  the  headquarters  of  the 
first  echelon  of  command  immediately 
subordinate  to  the  major  command) ,  ex¬ 
cept  that  for  contracts  to  be  placed  out¬ 
side  the  United  States,  its  territories  and 
its  possessions,  the  determination  also 
may  be  made  by  air  attaches  and  chiefs 
of  AF  foreign  missions,  as  appropriate. 

(3)  The  authority  set  forth  in  this 
paragraph  is  subject  to  the  following 
limitations:  (i)  No  person  will  exercise 
the  authority  if  he  is  himself  the  con¬ 
tracting  officer  in  the  procurement  in¬ 
volved,  and  (ii)  the  officials  to  whom 
authority  is  delegated  will  exercise  such 
authority  only  within  the  jurisdictional 
limits  of  their  respective  duty  assign¬ 
ments. 

§  1003.406-2  Labor-hour  contract 
(L-H). 

Limitations  on  the  use  of  T-M  con¬ 
tracts  (see  §  1003.406-1  (c) )  also  apply 
to  L-H  contracts,  except  that  specific 
provision  will  be  made  that  there  will  be 
no  direct  reimbursement  for  any  ma¬ 
terials  used  or  consumed  in  the  per¬ 
formance  of  the  L-H  contract. 

§  1003.407  Additional  incentives. 

§  1003.407—2  Contracts  with  perform¬ 
ance  incentives. 

Contracts  containing  a  performance 
incentive  will  be  identified  by  adding 
“P”  to  the  symbol  designating  the  basic 
pricing  provision  of  the  contract;  i.e., 
FPIF-P,  CPIF-P. 

§  1003.407—3  Contracts  with  value  en¬ 
gineering  incentives. 

(a)  Description.  Contracts  contain¬ 
ing  value  engineering  incentives  will  be 
identified  by  adding  “V”  to  the  symbol 
designating  the  basic  pricing  provision  of 
the  contract:  e.g.,  FPIFV  or  FPR-CV. 

(b)  Application.  Many  of  the  con¬ 
tract  types  described  in  this  Subpart, 
when  properly  negotiated  and  admin¬ 
istered  provide  the  contractor  with  an 
incentive  for  reducing  costs.  However, 
under  these  contract  types,  this  incentive 
applies  only  to  cost  reductions  which  the 
contractor  is  able  to  achieve  while  per¬ 


forming  according  to  existing  contrac¬ 
tual  requirements.  The  objective  of  spe¬ 
cial  value  engineering  incentive  provi¬ 
sions  is  to  motivate  the  contractor  to 
develop  and  submit  cost  reduction  ideas 
involving  a  change  in  contractual  re¬ 
quirements.  Value  engineering  incentive 
clauses  will  be  used  in  development,  pro¬ 
duction,  and  modification  procurements 
in  excess  of  $100,000  where  (1)  potential¬ 
ities  exist  for  significant  cost  reduction, 
and  (2)  governing  specifications  are  such 
that  engineering  efforts  will  result  in 
cost  reduction  ideas  which,. to  be  accept¬ 
able  under  the  contract,  would  neces¬ 
sitate  issuing  a  contractual  change.  For 
development  contracts  where  governing 
specifications  are  not  detailed,  use  para¬ 
graph  (e)  of  this  section.  Whenever  a 
clause  according  to  either  paragraph  (d) 
or  (e)  of  this  section  is  omitted  from  a 
contract  over  the  dollar  limitation  set 
forth  in  this  paragraph,  such  omission 
will  be  justified  in  writing  by  the  con¬ 
tracting  officer  and  approved  specifically 
by  the  official  manually  approving  the 
contract,  if  manual  approval  is  otherwise 
required. 

(c)  Limitations.  Use  of  value  engi¬ 
neering  incentive  provisions,  providing 
the  clauses  in  §  1007.4064  of  this  sub¬ 
chapter  and  paragraph  (e)  of  this 
section  are  used,  are  approved  by  the 
Commanders,  AFSC  and  AFLC.  A 
blanket  deviation  to  §  3.407-3 (c)  of  this 
title  has  been  granted  the  Air  Force. 
Use  of  value  engineering  clauses  other 
than  those  in  this  Instruction  requires 
the  prior  written  approval  of  Hq  AFSC 
(ASXKF) ,  WPAFB,  Ohio,  or  Hq  AFLC 
(MCPKP) ,  as  appropriate.  Requests 
will  describe  the  procurement,  the  pro¬ 
posed  clause,  and  explain  why  authorized 
clauses  are  not  appropriate. 

(d)  Contract  clauses.  (1)  If,  accord¬ 
ing  to  paragraph  (b)  of  this  section,  a 
value  engineering  incentive  is  to  be  in¬ 
cluded  in  an  FFP  contract  (negotiated 
or  advertised) ,  or  an  FPIF  contract,  the 
clause  in  §  1007.4064  of  this  subchapter 
should  be  used. 

(2)  If,  according  to  paragraph  (b)  of 
this  section,  a  value  engineering  incen¬ 
tive  is  to  be  included  in  a  contract  type 
other  than  the  FFP  or  FPIF,  a  clause 
should  be  used  which  provides: 

(i)  That  it  applies  to  any  proposal  for 
deviation  from  contractual  specifications 
which,  to  be  acceptable  under  the  con¬ 
tract,  would  necessitate  issuing  a  con¬ 
tractual  change,  and  which  reduces  the 
cost  of  performing  the  contract  without 
degrading  operational  functions;  e.g., 
performance,  reliability,  or  maintain¬ 
ability  of  the  item  for  governmental 
purposes. 

(ii)  For  the  submission  of  applicable 
proposals  in  the  same  manner  and  form 
as  prescribed  for  any  other  proposal 
which  would  likewise  necessitate  a 
change  in  contractual  requirements. 

(iii)  The  manner  in  which  the  price, 
target,  or  fee  will  be  adjusted  if  appli¬ 
cable  proposals  are  accepted  by  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  and  incorporated  into  the 
contract.  In  no  event  will  contractor 
sharing  exceed  50  percent  of  the  esti¬ 
mated  savings,  nor  in  the  case  of  cost 
reimbursement  contracts,  administrative 
or  statutory  limits  on  fee,  including  other 
contract  incentives. 


(iv)  That  the  Government  does  not 
have  to  accept  any  applicable  proposal 
submitted  by  the  contractor,  and  that 
nonacceptance  will  not  be  a  cause  for 
dispute  under  the  "Disputes”  clause  of 
the  contract. 

(e)  Value  engineering  in  development 
contracts.  Value  engineering  is  often 
of  particular  importance  in  development 
contracts  because  of  its  potential  for 
minimizing  the  cost  of  prototype  and 
follow-on  quantities  of  the  item  being 
developed.  In  development  programs, 
the  nature  of  the  procurement  situation 
often  precludes  awarding  a  fixed-price 
contract  type  which  provides  the  con¬ 
tractor  with  a  significant  incentive  for 
cost  reduction.  A  special  value  engi¬ 
neering  incentive  also  may  be  inappro¬ 
priate  because  specifications  are  not 
detailed  and  the  application  of  value 
engineering  techniques  is  not  likely  to 
result  in  requirements  for  contract 
changes.  In  many  of  these  procure¬ 
ments,  especially  where  the  estimated 
dollar  value  is  in  excess  of  $500,000,  it  is 
in  the  Government’s  best  interest  to  in¬ 
corporate  a  contractual  provision  specifi¬ 
cally  requiring  the  contractor  to  engage 
in  value  engineering  efforts,  of  a  specified 
nature  and  extent.  Such  a  provision 
will  be  negotiated  by  the  PCO  with  the 
advice  and  cooperation  of  the  cognizant 
ACO,  and  pricing  and  engineering 
specialists.  Provision  will  set  forth  the 
manner  in  which  the  contractor  is  to 
carry  out  the  required  value  engineering 
effort,  and  how  such  effort  will  be  recog¬ 
nized  contractually.  Following  is  a  sam¬ 
ple  clause  which  is  authorized  for  use  in 
such  a  development  contract. 

Required  Value  Engineering  (Apr.  1962) 

The  Contractor  shall,  during  the  life  of 
this  contract,  establish  and  maintain  an 
active  value  engineering  program.  A  value 
engineering  program  is  defined  as  a  con¬ 
tinuing  and  intensive  appraisal  of  all  ele¬ 
ments  influencing  the  cost  of  Air  Force 
materiel  and  the  elimination  of  those  factors 
which  contribute  to  an  item’s  costs  but  are 
not  necessary  for  required  functional  per¬ 
formance  and  other  aspects  of  quality  assur¬ 
ance.  In  the  performance  of  the  value 
engineering  program,  the  Contractor,  and  to 
the  extent  practicable,  his  subcontractors, 
shall  have  in  their  normal  employ  full-time 
engineering  and  other  personnel,  the  number 
of  whom  shall  be  subject  to  the  approval  of 
the  Contracting  Officer,  specifically  desig¬ 
nated  for  this  field  of  activity.  These  per¬ 
sonnel  will  devote  their  time  and  effort  to 
those  elements  of  end  item  design  (including 
materiel),  manufacturing  processes  and  tool 
design  which  offer  the  greatest  potential  for 
(i)  minimizing  the  cost  of  the  item  for 
initial  prototype  quantities,  and  (ii)  reduc¬ 
ing  the  cost  of  potential  follow-on  quantities. 
Throughout  the  life  of  this  value  engineering 
program  the  Contractor  wiU  maintain  de¬ 
tailed  documentation  of  achievements  which 
will  be  subject  to  review  by  the  Contracting 
Officer  or  his  representative  to  assure  the 
value  engineering  being  performed  is  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  intent  cited  herein.  In 
the  event  the  value  engineering  program  re¬ 
quired  hereunder  should  result  in  Contractor 
development  of  a  proposal  Involving  a  change 
in  contractual  requirements,  and  such  pro¬ 
posal  Is  acceptable  to  the  Government,  the 
parties  agree  that  there  will  be  no  reduction 
In  fee  by  reason  of  the  incorporation  of  the 
proposal  into  the  contract. 
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§  1003.408  Letter  contract. 

(a)  Limitations.  (1)  No  letter  contract 
may  be  issued  prior  to  the  execution  of 
all  Determinations  and  Findings  neces¬ 
sary  to  authorize  the  intended  subse¬ 
quent  definitive  contract  (see  Subpart  C, 
Part  3  of  this  title  and  Subpart  C  of  this 
part).  The  determination  required  by 
§  3.408(c)  (1)  of  this  title  that  no  other 
type  of  contract  is  suitable  will  be  ac¬ 
complished  by  the  Director  of  Procure¬ 
ment,  Hq  AFSC,  for  AFSC  procurement 
activities  and  OAR,  or  by  the  Director  of 
Procurement  and  Production,  Hq  AFLC, 
for  all  other  AF  procurement  activities, 
or  by  the  appropriate  official  listed  in 
subparagraph  (2)  (i)  or  (ii)  of  this  para¬ 
graph.  Except  as  provided  in  paragraph 
(c)  (2)  of  this  section,  the  approval  of  a 
request  for  authority  to  issue  a  letter 
contract  will  constitute  the  determina¬ 
tion.  If  an  approval  to  issue  a  letter 
contract  has  not  been  used  within  30 
days  of  date  of  approval,  the  authority 
is  automatically  rescinded. 

(2)  The  authority  of  the  Director  of 
Procurement,  Hq  AFSC,  and  the  Direc¬ 
tor  of  Procurement  and  Production,  Hq 
AFLC,  to  issue  letter  contracts  has  been 
redelegated  as  indicated  in  subdivisions 

(i)  and  (ii)  of  this  subparagraph. 

(i)  Hq  AFSC : 

(a)  Irrespective  of  dollar  amount: 
Commanders,  ASD,  BSD,  ESD,  and  SSD 
with  power  to  redelegate  as  deemed  ap¬ 
propriate. 

(b)  Where  the  total  cost  of  the  sub¬ 
sequent  contract  is  estimated  not  to  ex¬ 
ceed  $1,000,000:  Commander,  OAR  with 
power  to  redelegate  as  deemed  appro¬ 
priate. 

(c)  Where  the  total  cost  of  the  sub¬ 
sequent  contract  is  estimated  not  to  ex¬ 
ceed  $500,000:  Commanders,  AFSC  cen¬ 
ters  with  power  to  redelegate  as  deemed 
appropriate. 

(d)  Where  the  total  cost  of  the  subse¬ 
quent  contract  is  estimated  not  to  exceed 
$100,000:  Commander,  AMD  with  power 
to  redelegate  as  deemed  appropriate. 

(ii)  Hq  AFLC: 

(a)  Irrespective  of  dollar  amount: 

(1)  Commanders  of  oversea  com¬ 
mands,  air  attaches,  and  chiefs  of  AF 
foreign  missions.  Oversea  commanders 
may  redelegate  to  not  below  the  level  of 
a  staff  officer  responsible  for  procure¬ 
ment  within  the  headquarters  of  the  first 
echelon  of  command  immediately  sub¬ 
ordinate  to  the  oversea  command. 

(b)  Where  the  total  cost  of  the  subse¬ 
quent  definitive  contract  is  estimated  not 
to  exceed  $1,000,000:  Commanders, 
AFLC  AMAs.  Authority  may  be  redele¬ 
gated  only  to  directors  of  procurement 
and  production.  Deputy  commanders 
may  be  authorized  to  exercise  the  au¬ 
thority  during  the  absence  of  the  Com¬ 
mander.  Commanders  MAAMA  and 
SMAMA  may  redelegate  authority  to  the 
Commander  and  Deputy  Commander  of 
APRE  and  FEAPR  respectively,  with 
power  of  redelegation  to  not  lower  than 
a  staff  officer  responsible  for  procure¬ 
ment. 

(c)  Where  the  total  cost  of  the  sub¬ 
sequent  definitive  contract  is  estimated 
not  to  exceed  $350,000:  Commander, 
2709th  AF  Vehicle  Control  Group.  Au¬ 
thority  may  be  redelegated  only  to  the 
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Chief,  Procurement  and  Production  Di¬ 
vision.  The  Deputy  Commander  may  be 
authorized  to  exercise  the  authority  dur¬ 
ing  the  absence  of  the  commander. 

(d)  Commander,  Air  Training  Com¬ 
mand.  with  power  of  redelegation  to  not 
below  the  level  of  a  staff  officer  respon¬ 
sible  for  procurement  within  the  head¬ 
quarters  of  the  first  echelon  of  command 
immediately  subordinate  to  Air  Training 
Command;  provided  that  the  letter  con¬ 
tract  has  been  authorized  by  the  office 
of  the  Procurement  Committee,  (MCPC) , 
Hq  AFLC,  pursuant  to  paragraph  (c) 
of  this  section. 

(3)  The  date  by  which  deflnitization  is 
expected  will  not  be  established  beyond 
the  limits  imposed  by  §  3.408(c)  (3)  of 
this  title.  Where  price  competition  was 
the  controlling  factor  in  source  selection, 
the  overall  price  (estimated  cost  and  fee) 
ceiling  required  by  §  3.408(c)(2)  of  this 
title  will  be  no  higher  than  the  quota¬ 
tion  leading  to  the  issuance  of  the  letter 
contract.  The  amount  obligated  for 
each  letter  contract  will  be  the  amount 
estimated  to  cover  the  contractor’s  re¬ 
quirements  for  funds  prior  to  definitiza- 
tion,  but  will  not  exceed  the  limits  im¬ 
posed  by  §  3.408(c)  (4)  of  this  title.  If 
it  becomes  necessary  to  increase  the 
funds  obligated  for  the  letter  contract  by 
later  amendment,  the  personal  approval 
of  the  official  who  authorized  the  is¬ 
suance  of  the  letter  contract  (or  in  the 
case  of  letter  contracts  requiring  prior 
approval  of  SCMK-3  or  MCPC,  the  offi¬ 
cial  who  requested  permission  to  issue 
the  letter  contract)  is  required  and  will 
be  sufficient  without  regard  to  the  addi¬ 
tional  amount  involved.  If  a  definitive 
contract  is  not  executed  when  expected, 
the  contracting  officer  will  inform  the 
official  who  authorized  the  issuance  of 
the  letter  contract  (or  in  the  case  of  let¬ 
ter  contracts  requiring  prior  approval 
of  SCMK-3  or  MCPC,  the  official  who 
requested  permission  to  issue  the  letter 
contract)  as  to  the  causes  for  the  delay. 
Such  official  will  establish  a  revised 
realistic  date  for  deflnitization,  and  if 
deemed  advisable  by  such  official  the  let¬ 
ter  contract  will  be  amended  accordingly. 
Prior  to  issuing  an  amendment  which  in¬ 
creases  the  amount  obligated  or  the  date 
of  deflnitization  beyond  the  limits  im¬ 
posed  by  §  3.408(c)  (3)  or  (4)  of  this 
title,  the  approving  official  will  insure 
that  the  action  is  necessary  and  justi¬ 
fiable. 

(b)  Content.  Each  letter  contract  will 
be  written  according  to  Subpart  Y,  Part 
1007  of  this  subchapter. 

(1)  The  date  to  be  inserted  in  the  last 
sentence  of  the  clause  set  forth  in 
§§  1007.2504-4,  1007.2505-4,  and  1007.- 
2506-4  of  this  subchapter  will  in  no  event 
be  a  date  later  than  180  days  from  the 
date  of  the  letter  contract. 

(2)  Contracting  personnel  will  not  of¬ 
fer  progress  payments  mider  fixed-price 
letter  contracts.  If  requested  by  con¬ 
tractors,  progress  payments  may  be  made 
according  to  Part  163,  Subchapter  E  of 
this  title  and  §  1030.5  of  this  subchapter. 

(3)  Contracting  personnel  will  not 
offer  current  reimbursement  under  cost- 
reimbursement  type  letter  contracts,  but 
same  may  be  provided  upon  request  by 
the  contractor.  The  prescribed  clause, 


and  percentage  of  reimbursement  is  set 
forth  in  §  1007.4058  of  this  subchapter. 

(4)  Where  price  competition  was  the 
controlling  factor  governing  source  se¬ 
lection,  the  letter  contract  will  contain 
a  price  ceiling  provision  according  to 
§  3.408(c)  (2)  of  this  title  and  paragraph 
(a)  (3)  of  this  section. 

(5)  Properly  authorized  letter  con¬ 
tracts  do  not  require  manual  approval 
regardless  of  dollar  amount,  except  let¬ 
ter  contracts  for  personal  and  profes¬ 
sional  services  procured  under  the  au¬ 
thority  of  Public  Law  600,  79th  Congress 
(5  U.S.  Code  55a) . 

(6)  Amendments  to  letter  contracts  to 
accomplish  new  procurements  will  be 
avoided  to  the  greatest  practical  extent 
but  may  be  used  if  the  new  procurement 
is  so  closely  allied  to  the  procurement 
covered  by  the  existing  letter  contract  as 
to  be  inseparable.  Amendments  to  letter 
contracts  to  accomplish  new  procure¬ 
ments  are  subject  to  the  same  limitations 
and  delegations  as  new  letter  contracts. 

(c)  Procedure.  (1)  No  letter  contract 
will  be  issued  unless  a  request  for  au¬ 
thorization  has  been  approved. 

(2)  The  request  for  authorization  will 
be  prepared  by  the  procuring  office  and 
will  be  transmitted  through  command 
channels  to  AFSC  (SCMK-3)  or  AFLC 
(MCPC),  or  to  the  applicable  official 
listed  in  paragraph  (a)  (2)  (i)  or  (ii)  of 
this  section  for  approval.  The  request 
to  SCMK-3  or  MCPC  will  be  signed  by 
one  of  the  officials  enumerated  in  para¬ 
graph  (a)  (2)  (i)  or  (ii)  of  this  section, 
including  delegatees  as  therein  author¬ 
ized;  the  request  will  constitute  the  de¬ 
termination  required  by  §  3.408(c)  (1)  of 
this  title.  The  same  effect  will  be  given 
to  electrically  transmitted  messages  to 
SCMK-3  or  MCPC  which  conclude  with 
the  phrase  “Signed  by  the  (here  insert 
the  title  of  appropriate  official),’'  as  for 
example,  “Signed  by  the  Director  Pro¬ 
curement  and  Production.” 

(3)  All  requests  will  be  in  the  exact 
order  set  forth  in  this  subparagraph  and 
each  item  must  be  answered  or  marked 
“N/A”  as  appropriate. 

It  is  requested  this  office  be  authorized  to 
issue  a  letter  contract  in  accordance  with 
the  information  contained  herein: 

(i)  Contract  number: 

Buyer’s  name  Org.  code: 

Location:  Phone  No.: 

(ii)  Supplies  or  services: 

Note:  Include  the  quantities  and  a  brief 
description  of  each  item  being  procured,  in¬ 
cluding  spare  parts,  data,  etc.,  to  be  included 
in  the  letter  contract.  When  letter  is  used, 
inclose  Purchase  Request. 

(iii)  Has  determination  required  by 
§  3.408(c)(1)  of  this  title  been  executed? 

(iv)  Reasons  establishing  the  need  for  a 
letter  contract: 

(a)  Required  delivery  schedule: 

(b)  Who  established  the  required  delivery 
schedule? 

(c)  If  the  requesting  activity  itself  estab¬ 
lished  the  required  delivery  schedule,  was  it 
so  established  by  direction  of  authority  out¬ 
side  the  requesting  activity?  If  so,  identify 
that  authority  by  name  and  office  symbol. 

(d)  What  is  the  production  lead  time,  / 
and  on  what  is  this  answer  based? 

(e)  Date  by  which,  an  order  must  be 
placed  in  order  to  meet  delivery  dates  stated 
in  answer  to  (a)  of  this  subdivision. 

(/)  Consequence  expected  if  required  de¬ 
livery  schedule  is  not  met. 
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(<7)  Why  can  a  definitive  contract  not  be 
entered  into  in  time  to  meet  required 
delivery  dates? 

(v)  Contractor’s  name  and  address: 

(a)  Is  contractor  a  small  business  con¬ 
cern? 

(b)  Where  is  work  to  be  performed? 

(vi)  Selection  of  source: 

(a)  Was  the  requirement  subjected  to 
synopsis  (Subpart  J,  Part  1  of  this  title)? 
If  not,  what  exemption  applied? 

(b)  Number  of  quotations  requested: 

(c)  Number  of  quotations  received: 

(d)  Date  quotations  received: 

(e)  Was  further  negotiation  conducted 
after  the  receipt  of  quotations?  If  yes, 
state  with  whom  and  major  details. 

(/)  If  competition  was  obtained,  is  award 
proposed  to  the  lowest  bidder?  If  no, 
explain. 

(<7)  If  competition  and  price  was  the  con¬ 
trolling  factor  in  source  selection,  what  is 
the  ceiling  price  in  the  letter  contract? 

( h )  Has  small  business  coordination  been 
obtained,  both  as  to  small  business  and  crit¬ 
ical  labor  area  determination?  If  no,  explain. 

(t)  Give  the  reasons  for  the  selection  of 
the  recommended  contractor,  and  identify 
by  contract  number  any  previous  procure¬ 
ments  for  like  items. 

(vii)  Prices. 

(a)  Have  the  unit  prices  or  a  specific 
amount  been  negotiated  and  agreed  to  be¬ 
tween  the  contractor  and  the  Government? 

(b)  Total .  dollar  estimated  cost  of  this 
procurement : 

(c)  Total  funds  presently  available: 

(d)  Total  dollar  amount  to  be  obligated 
on  the  letter  contract: 

Note:  The  amount  obligated  should  be  no 
more  than  is  necessary  to  provide  funds  up 
to  the  anticipated  date  of  deflnitization,  and 
will  in  no  event  exceed  50  percent  of  the  total 
estimated  cost  of  this  procurement. 

(e)  Total  dollar  amount  in  addition  to 
(d)  of  this  subdivision  committed  to  cover 
the  cost  of  this  procurement: 

(viii)  State  whether  Facility  Capability 
Report  has  been  requested,  received,  or  is 
not  required.  If  not  required,  why  not? 

Note:  In  those  instances  where  an  FCR  is 
required  it  is  understood  the  authorization, 
if  granted,  is  conditioned  upon  the  receipt 
of  an  affirmative  FCR  or  granting  of  a  waiver, 
prior  to  issuing  the  letter  contract. 

(ix)  Government  aid : 

(a)  Ais  existing  Government  facilities  to 
be  used  by  the  contractor? 

(b)  Are  any  additional  facilities  to  be 
furnished  to  the  contractor?  If  yes,  has  au¬ 
thorization  been  obtained  therefor? 

(c)  Is  any  Government  property  to  be  fur¬ 
nished,  bailed  or  leased?  If  yes,  has  avail¬ 
ability  been  verified  and  does  the  letter  con¬ 
tract  make  such  provision? 

(d)  Is  it  contemplated  that  the  contractor 
will  require  guaranteed  loan  or  advance  pay¬ 
ments?  If  yes,  has  approval  been  obtained? 

(x)  Contract: 

(a)  Indicate  under  which  sections,  if  ap¬ 
plicable,  of  Subpart  B  of  this  part  the  pro¬ 
curement  is  being  negotiated,  e.g.,  §  1003.210- 
2(a),  and  state  whether  or  not  the  required 
Determinations  and  Findings  has  been  exe¬ 
cuted.  If  a  “class”  Determinations  and  Find¬ 
ings  is  applicable,  so  state,  and  identify  it 
by  number  and  date. 

(b)  Type  and  form  of  contract  con¬ 
templated  : 

(c)  Has  a  cost  reimbursement  type  or 
fixed  price  incentive  Determinations  and 
Findings  been  executed  in  accordance  with 
§  1003.303? 

(d)  Is  this  contract  to  be  under  a  basic 
agreement?  If  yes,  state  the  number  and 
identify  the  standard  and  special  clauses  to 
be  included  in  the  letter  contract  and  the 
superseding  contract. 
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(e)  Are  there  any  clauses  other  than  those 
specified  in  Subpart  Y,  Part  1007  of  this  sub¬ 
chapter  to  be  included  in  the  letter  contract? 

(/)  Percentage  and  method  of  current  re¬ 
imbursement  contemplated,  if  any? 

( g )  Indicate  as  briefly  as  possible  the 
project  fund  or  funds  to  be  utilized. 

(ft)  What  is  contemplated  date  of  defln¬ 
itization? 

(i)  If  date  in  subsection  (i)  of  this  sub¬ 
division  is  more  than  90  days  in  the  future, 
w'hat  is  expected  to  cause  the  delay? 

(d)  Copies  of  the  letter  contract  issued 
will  be  forwarded  to  AFSC  (SCMK-3)  or 
AFLC  (MCPC)  if  the  letter  contract  re¬ 
quired  Procurement  Committee  approval 
for  issuance,  or  if  the  definitive  contract 
contemplated  will  require  manual  ap¬ 
proval  of  the  Director  or  Deputy  Direc¬ 
tor  for  Procurement. 

§  1003.409  Indefinite  delivery  type  con¬ 
tracts. 

(a)  Definite  quantity  contracts  ( DQ ) . 
This  contract  will  provide  only  for  firm 
fixed-prices  or  price  escalation. 

(b)  Requirements  contract  ( RC )  — 
(1)  Description.  Estimated  total  quan¬ 
tity  stated  for  information  of  prospective 
contractors  will  be  in  the  contract  as  the 
estimated  dollar  amount  of  supplies  or 
services  to  be  procured  during  the  con¬ 
tract  period.  This  dollar  amount  will  be 
the  amount  of  the  contract  for  purposes 
of  determining  the  approval  authority 
set  forth  in  §  1001.457  of  this  subchapter. 
Funds  are  obligated  and  delivery  sched¬ 
ules  and  quantities  are  established  by 
each  call  and  not  by  the  contract  itself. 
Clause  provided  in  §  1007.4028  of  this 
subchapter  will  also  be  a  required  clause. 
These  contracts  will  provide  only  for  firm 
fixed-prices  or  price  escalation. 

(2)  Applicability.  Requirement  con¬ 
tracts  are  used  in  situations  contem¬ 
plated  in  Subparts  FF,  GG  and  II,  Part 
1007  of  this  subchapter,  or  for  other 
commercial  type  supplies  or  services 
where  requirements  are  indefinite  in 
quantity  and  frequency.  They  also  may 
be  used  where  specific  item  requirements 
are  not  known  but  where  requirements 
for  similar  supplies  or  services  are  antic¬ 
ipated  and  for  minor  repairs  and  alter¬ 
ations  of  buildings,  roads,  or  other  kinds 
of  real  property  on  AF  bases.  Foreign 
purchase  activities  may  add  the  clause 
in  §  1007.4205-27  of  this  subchapter. 

(3)  Limitations.  Requirements  con¬ 
tracts  will  be  used  only  when  contracting 
officer  has,  in  contract  file,  statements 
signed  by  all  activities  authorized  to 
make  calls  thereunder,  that  they  will 
neither  make  a  call  on  nor  enter  into  a 
contract  with  any  other  contractor  for 
delivery  of  specified  supplies  or  services 
during  the  specified  contract  period;  re¬ 
quirements  recur  frequently  and  are  in¬ 
definite  in  quantity  and  occurrence ;  and 
amount  of  work  is  beyond  local  AF 
capability. 

(4)  In  certain  instances  an  AF  activity 
mdy  be  able  to  perform  a  part  of  its 
entire  estimated  requirements  in  a  given 
period  for  work  of  a  type  which,  if  con¬ 
tracted  for,  could  be  placed  by  a  non¬ 
personal  services  contract.  In  such  in¬ 
stances,  a  requirements  contract  may 
be  used  to  purchase  the  requirements  es¬ 
timated  to  be  in  excess  of  the  activity’s 
capabilities  to  perform,  provided  all  the 
following  criteria  are  met: 


(i)  The  requirements  are  for  nonper¬ 
sonal  services  (and  supplies  incidental  to 
such  services)  and  are  otherwise  au¬ 
thorized  for  procurement  by  a  require¬ 
ments  contract  pursuant  to  §  3.409(b) 
of  this  title. 

(ii)  There  is  a  recurrent  need  for  the 
services  by  the  activity  concerned. 

(iii)  No  sharp  increase  or  decrease  in 
the  activity’s  internal  capabilities  to  per¬ 
form  the  services  is  anticipated  during 
the  contract  term. 

(iv)  Capabilities  of  AF  activities  other 
than  that  whose  requirements  are  in¬ 
volved  are  not  to  be  used  to  perform 
the  services  contracted  for. 

(v)  It  is  determined  that  no  other  type 
of  contract  is  as  suitable  for  obtaining 
such  services,  on  a  timely  basis,  or  with¬ 
out  excessive  administrative  costs. 

When,  pursuant  to  the  foregoing,  this 
type  of  contract  is  used,  the  clause  set 
forth  in  §  1007.4028(a)  of  this  subchap¬ 
ter,  amended  as  provided  in  §  1007.4028 
(b)  of  this  subchapter,  will  be  inserted 
in  the  contract. 

(c)  Indefinite  quantity  contract 
(IQ) — (1)  Description.  Clause  in  §  1007.- 
4039  of  this  subchapter  is  required.  Min¬ 
imum  quantity  of  supplies  or  services  will 
be  stated  in  terms  of  obligated  dollars 
only  and  will  be  a  part  of  the  contract 
when  executed.  First  call  (order)  on  the 
contract  may  or  may  not  be  part  of  the 
original  contract.  The  procuring  con¬ 
tracting  officer  will  decide  which  al¬ 
ternative  is  better.  In  addition  to  spe¬ 
cific  items  in  first  call,  contract  may 
cover  future  calls  for  similar  type  sup¬ 
plies  or  services  where  recurring  needs 
are  anticipated,  provided  pricing  for 
those  calls  can  be  effected  by  the  same 
method  used  for  the  first  call  and  is  so 
specified  in  contract.  Except  for  amount 
on  contract,  the  Government  is  not  obli¬ 
gated  to  order  any  supplies  or  services 
during  the  contract  period.  After  liq¬ 
uidation  of  original  obligated  dollars  by 
calls,  all  funds  are  obligated  and  delivery 
schedules  and  quantities  are  established 
by  each  call.  Stated  maximum  quantity 
in  contract  will  be  the  established  dol¬ 
lar  amount  of  similar  supplies  or  serv¬ 
ices  of  the  type  involved  to  be  procured 
during  the  contract  period.  This  dollar 
amount  will  be  considered  the  amount 
of  the  contract  within  the  delegation  of 
authority  to  make  awards  and  execute  or 
approve  contracts  set  forth  in  §  1001.457 
of  this  subchapter.  These  contracts  will 
provide  only  for  firm  fixed  prices  or 
price  escalation. 

(2)  Applicability.  After  an  indefinite 
quantity  contract  wThich  includes  the 
first  call  has  been  executed,  this  type  of 
contract  offers  a  means  of  expeditious 
contractual  coverage  where  quantity, 
delivery,  specific  items,  and  price  are 
not  known  but  w’here  recurring  emer¬ 
gency  requirements  for  similar  supplies 
and  services  are  anticiapted.  Foreign 
purchase  activities  may  add  the  clause 
in  §  1007.4205-27  of  this  subchapter. 

§  1003.409—50  Call  procurement  ar¬ 
rangements. 

(a)  Description.  A  call  procurement 
arrangement  is  an  agreement  containing 
a  specific  description  of  the  supplies  or 
services  to  be  furnished  but  not  contain- 
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ing  specific  quantities  or  delivery  sched¬ 
ules.  The  arrangement,  along  with  other 
terms,  contains  fixed  prices  and  specifies 
the  period  during  which  calls  may  be 
made.  The  Government  is  under  no 
obligation  to  call  for  any  supplies  or 
services  during  such  period.  Quantities 
and  delivery  schedules  are  established  by 
each  call.  The  estimated  aggregate  price 
of  the  calls  will  be  considered  the  amount 
of  the  contract  within  the  delegation  of 
authority  to  make  awards  and  execute  or 
approve  contracts  set  forth  in  §  1001.457 
of  this  subchapter. 

(b)  Applicability.  A  call  procurement 
arrangement  may  be  appropriate  where 
quantity  and  delivery  requirements  are 
not  presently  known,  but  where  recurring 
requirements  are  expected  to  arise  in 
circumstances  -where — by  the  time  such 
requirements  become  definitely  known — 
time  would  not  permit  solicitation  of  bids 
or  proposals,  and  fixed  prices  can  be 
established  at  the  outset  for  the  supplies 
or  services  to  be  procured.  Thus,  a  call 
procurement  arrangement  may  be  ap¬ 
plicable  where  standby  procurement  cov¬ 
erage  is  required  and  circumstances  will 
not  permit  firm  contractual  commit¬ 
ments  by  either  the  Government  or  the 
contractor,  for  example:  in  the  procure¬ 
ment  of  the  printing  of  technical  data 
for  oxygen. 

(c)  Limitations.  (1)  Call  procure¬ 
ment  arrangements  will  be  written  for 
a  period  not  exceeding  12  months,  but 
not  necessarily  on  a  fiscal  year  basis. 

(2)  Call  procurement  arrangements 
will  not  be  used  where  the  requisites  for 
indefinite  quantity  contracts  or  require¬ 
ments  contracts  can  be  met.  Maximum 
effort  should  be  exerted  to  come  up  with 
minimum  and  maximum  requirements. 
A  call  procurement  arrangement  should 
be  used  only  when  no  other  method  of 
procurement  can  be  used.  The  procure¬ 
ment  file  will  contain  a  statement  giving 
the  reasons  why  the  use  of  an  indefinite 
quantity  or  requirement  contract  cannot 
be  used  and  why  a  call  arrangement  is 
necessary. 

(3)  Any  call  using  one  year  funds  will 
be  supported  by  fiscal  year  funds  in  effect 
at  the  date  of  the  call. 

(d)  Contract  clause.  The  appropriate 
clause  for  incorporating  the  call  feature 
in  a  contract  is  set  forth  in  §  1007.4040 
of  this  subchapter. 

§  1003.410  Oilier  types  of  agreements. 
§  1003.410—1  Basic  agreement  (BA). 

(a)  Description.  (l)  Basic  agree¬ 
ments  may  be  of  the  “Fixed  Price”  or 
“Cost  Reimbursement”  type.  Both  types 
can  not  be  covered  by  the  same  basic 
agreement,  although  one,  and  only  one, 
of  each  type  may  be  entered  into  by  the 
Air  Force  with  the  same  contractor. 

(b)  Applicability.  (1)  Subject  to 
limitations  stated  therein,  basic  agree¬ 
ments  will  be  used  to  cover  each  new 
negotiated  procurement  placed  with  a 
contractor  after  the  execution  of  the 
basic  agreement  if  the  basic  agreement  is 
of  the  proper  type  to  cover  the  procure¬ 
ment  (FP  or  CR).  The  applicable  sec¬ 
tions  and  clauses  of  the  basic  agreement, 
and  supplements  thereto,  will  be  made  a 
part  of  the  procurement  instrument  by 
reference  therein  to  the  basic  agreement 


by  number.  If  the  basic  agreement  has 
been  amended,  the  reference  will  include 
specifically  the  numbers  of  all  supple¬ 
mental  agreements  thereto  previously 
finalized.  The  reference  to  supplements 
must  specifically  state  the  number  of  the 
document  referred  to;  the  terminology 

“Basic  Agreement  No. - as  amended,” 

will  not  be  used. 

(2)  Except  as  set  forth  in  this  para¬ 
graph,  if  a  proposed  new  procurement  is 
to  be  covered  by  a  supplemental  agree¬ 
ment  to  an  existing  procurement  con¬ 
tract,  the  supplemental  agreement  will 
amend  the  existing  procurement  contract 
to  conform  to  the  most  recent  basic 
agreement  and  supplements.  This  rule 
applies  regardless  of  whether  such  exist¬ 
ing  procurement  contract  was  entered 
into  under  the  existing  basic  agreement 
prior  to  the  latest  supplemental  agree¬ 
ment  thereto,  or  under  a  basic  agreement 
which  at  the  time  of  the  proposed  new 
procurement  is  over-aged,  expired,  ter¬ 
minated,  or  superseded  or  was  entered 
into  without  reference  to  a  basic  agree¬ 
ment.  In  such  actions  the  terms  of  the 
most  recent  basic  agreement  may  be 
made  applicable  to  the  entire  procure¬ 
ment  contract  on  and  after  the  effective 
date  of  the  procuring  supplemental 
agreement,  if  it  is  determined  to  be  in 
the  interest  of  the  Government  to  do  so, 
or  may  be  limited  to  the  work  added  by 
such  procuring  supplemental  agreement. 
The  parties  may  agree  to  supplementing 
an  existing  procurement  contract  with¬ 
out  incorporating  the  most  recent  basic 
agreement,  as  required  in  this  subpara¬ 
graph,  if : 

(i)  No  clauses  then  required  by  statute 
or  Executive  Order  are  omitted,  (ii) 
ASPR  clauses  are  added  or  modernized 
to  the  same  extent  as  would  be  required 
if  a  basic  agreement  did  not  exist,  and 
(iii)  permission  to  use  any  deviation  in¬ 
volved  has  not  been  rescinded  or  expired 
by  lapse  of  time. 

(3)  Supplemental  agreements,  negoti¬ 
ated  solely  pursuant  to  the  terms  of  an 
existing  procurement  contract  and  not 
involving  new  procurement,  need  not,  but 
may  if  determined  to  be  in  the  interest 
of  the  Government,  amend  such  existing 
contract  to  conform  to  a  subsequently 
executed  or  supplemented  basic  agree¬ 
ment. 

(4)  Basic  agreements  are  not  neces¬ 
sarily  all  inclusive.  Clauses  covering 
subject  matter  not  covered  in  the  basic 
agreement  and  applicable  to  contracts  of 
the  type  being  negotiated,  are  subject  to 
negotiation  for  inclusion  in  the  procure¬ 
ment  contract  to  the  same  extent  as  if  no 
basic  agreement  existed;  however,  if  a 
basic  agreement,  as  amended,  is  less  than 
one  year  old,  clauses  that  have  been 
changed  after  execution  of  the  basic 
agreement  should  not  be  substituted  for 
clauses  in  the  basic  agreement  covering 
like  matter,  unless  the  revised  clause  is 
made  mandatory  by  statute,  Executive 
Order,  or  a  specific  statement  to  this 
effect  in  Subchapter  A,  Chapter  I  of  this 
title. 

(5)  Pending  the  supplementing  of  an 
existing  basic  agreement,  which  is  more 
than  one  year  old,  but  which  has  not  been 
superseded  or  terminated,  such  basic 
agreement  may  be  used  in  the  prepara¬ 


tion  of  new  procurement  contracts  if  the 
clauses  that  would  be  required  to  make 
the  procurement  contract  conform  to 
current  requirements  of  statute.  Execu¬ 
tive  order,  Subchapter  A,  Chapter  1  of 
this  title  or  this  subchapter  are  inserted 
or  substituted  in  the  proposed  procure¬ 
ment  contract.  Deviations  pertaining  to 
clauses  that  require  substitution  may  be 
made  in  the  substituted  clauses  if  the  re¬ 
vision  requiring  the  substitution  is  not 
related  to  the  deviation. 

(6)  If  a  letter  contract  has  been  en¬ 
tered  into  under  a  basic  agreement  which 
thereafter  was  superseded  by  a  new  basic 
agreement,  or  amended  by  supplemental 
agreement,  the  contractual  instrument 
which  definitizes  such  letter  contract  will 
incorporate  the  superseding  basic  agree¬ 
ment,  or  the  supplemental  agreement  as 
applicable.  If  the  basic  agreement  in 
this  situation  has  been  terminated  with¬ 
out  being  superseded,  or  has  expired  or 
has  become  overage,  by  failure  to  revise 
it  as  required,  the  definitive  contract 
which  supersedes  the  letter  contract  may 
incorporate  the  clauses  of  the  basic 
agreement  which  were  incorporated  in 
the  letter  contract  together  with  such 
additional  clauses  as  have  in  the  mean¬ 
time  become  mandatory  by  statute,  Ex¬ 
ecutive  order,  or  specific  direction  in 
Subchapter  A,  Chapter  1  of  this  title. 

(c)  Limitations.  (1)  New  procure¬ 
ment  contracts  will  not  incorporate  the 
terms  of  superseded  or  terminated  basic 
agreements. 

(2)  Portions  only  of  the  applicable 
terms  of  a  current  basic  agreement  will 
not  be  referred  to  in  supplemental  agree¬ 
ments  to  procurement  contracts  exe¬ 
cuted  under  superseded,  expired,  or  ter¬ 
minated  basic  agreements,  or  in  contracts 
prepared  without  reference  to  a  basic 
agreement. 

(d)  Procedure.  (1)  Numbering:  Each 
basic  agreement  will  be  numbered  ac¬ 
cording  to  the  established  numbering 
system  for  contracts.  For  ease  of  iden¬ 
tification,  a  separate  block  of  numbers 
will  be  reserved  therefor. 

(2)  If  a  contracting  officer  determines 
that  a  basic  agreement  with  a  contrac¬ 
tor  which  does  not  have  one  is  justified 
by  the  number  of  contracts  being  placed 
with  such  contractor  and  recurring  sub¬ 
stantial  negotiating  problems  associated 
therewith,  he  may  proceed  with  negotia¬ 
tions  as  authorized  by  subparagraph 

(3)  of  this  paragraph. 

(3)  Authority  to  negotiate:  Contract¬ 
ing  officers  of  AFSC  ASD  are  authorized 
to  negotiate,  write,  and  execute  basic 
agreements.  Contracting  officers  of 
OAR  are  authorized  to  negotiate,  write 
and  execute  basic  agreements  with  re¬ 
spect  to  educational  institutions  only. 
AF  activities  are  encouraged  to  submit 
suggestions  and  recommendations  to 
ASD  (ASKPC)  for  consideration  in  nego¬ 
tiating  basic  agreements.  AFLC  re¬ 
quirements  will  be  negotiated  by  ASKPC 
upon  request  and  approval  of  MCPC 
and  with  such  assistance  from  AFLC 
personnel  as  referenced  activities  may 
agree. 

(4)  Approval:  All  basic  agreements 
and  amendments  will  be  submitted  to 
AFSC  (SCMK-3)  for  review  and  admin¬ 
istrative  approval  prior  to  execution  by 
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the  contracting  officer.  Prior  to  submis¬ 
sion  to  the  office  of  the  Procurement 
Committee  (SCMK-3),  Hq  AFSC,  each 
proposed  basic  agreement,  or  supple¬ 
ment,  will  be  submitted  to  the  staff  judge 
advocate  of  the  installation  negotiating 
the  basic  agreement  for  review;  and  in 
addition,  any  coordination  deemed  nec¬ 
essary  to  insure  that  the  contents  of 
the  basic  agreement  are  adequate  and 
suitable  for  the  needs  of  the  Air  Force 
will  be  obtained. 

(5)  Amendment  or  supersession:  The 
amendment  of  basic  agreements  will  be 
accomplished  by  consecutively  numbered 
supplemental  agreements,  negotiated 
and  processed  by  the  activity  which 
negotiated  and  executed  the  basic  agree¬ 
ment.  The  covering  agreement  of  such 
supplements  will  contain  a  statement 
that  it  conforms  with  Subchapter  A, 
Chapter  I  of  this  title  and  this  subchap¬ 
ter  as  of  revisions _  and _ 

respectively. 

(1)  Annual  review:  Such  activity  will 
also  be  responsible  for  establishing  pro¬ 
cedures  to  insure  that  basic  agreements 
are  reviewed  and  revised  annually  on 
a  timely  basis  to  conform  to  statutes, 
Executive  Orders,  Subchapter  A,  Chap¬ 
ter  I  of  this  title  and  this  subchapter. 
For  the  purpose  of  review,  the  term  “an¬ 
niversary  of  their  effective  date” 
(§  3.410-1  (b)  (2)  of  this  title)  means  one 
year  after  the  date  of  execution  of  the 
basic  agreement  and  each  year  there¬ 
after,  however,  if  a  basic  agreement  has 
been  amended  by  supplemental  agree¬ 
ment  so  that  it  contains  all  required 
ASPR  clauses  effective  on  the  date  of 
such  supplement,  the  term  means  one 
year  from  the  date  of  such  supplement. 
If  a  basic  agreement  is  reviewed  and 
no  revision  is  required,  a  statement  to 
that  effect  will  be  made  by  the  contract¬ 
ing  officer. 

(ii)  Need  for  amendment:  The  term 
“conform  with  the  current  requirements 
of  this  Subchapter”  as  used  in  Subchap¬ 
ter  A,  Chapter  I  of  this  title  does  not 
require  reopening  negotiations  on  use  of 
a  deviation  which  has  been  approved 
previously  for  the  basic  agreement  un¬ 
less  the  clause  to  which  the  deviation 
applies  has  been  revised  in  such  a  man¬ 
ner  as  to  affect  the  deviation.  Failure 
to  accomplish  required  revisions  will  re¬ 
sult  in  an  unauthorized  ASPR  or  AFPI 
deviation  insofar  as  ASPR  or  AFPI 
clauses  which  have  been  changed  or 
added  are  concerned. 

(e)  List  of  approved  basic  agreements. 

(1)  AFSC  ASD  (ASKPD)  will  publish 
quarterly  a  list  of  all  approved  basic 
agreements  and  supplements  issued  by 
AFSC  ASD  and  OAR.  Changes  to  the 
quarterly  list  will  be  published  monthly 
until  the  succeeding  quarterly  list  is 
issued. 

(2)  The  quarterly  list  will  indicate  in 
alphabetical  order  by  contractor’s  name 
the  following  information: 

(i)  Contract  or  supplement  number. 

(ii)  Date  contract  or  supplement  num¬ 
ber  assigned. 

(iii)  Type  of  contract  covered  by  the 
basic  agreement. 

(iv)  Date  distributed. 

(v)  Procurement  activity  which  nego¬ 
tiated  the  latest  basic  agreement. 


(3)  Requests  for  copies  of  the  list  will 
be  addressed  to  ASD  (ASKPD) . 

(f)  Distribution  of  OAR  basic  agree¬ 
ments.  Basic  agreements  and  supple¬ 
ments  executed  by  OAR  with  educational 
institutions  will  be  distributed  by  OAR 
(RRMK) .  Requests  for  copies  will  be 
addressed  to  OAR  (RRMK) . 

§  1003.410—50  Open  contracts  (OC). 

(a)  Description.  Open  contracts  do 
not  obligate  the  Government  to  order 
any  supplies  or  services  but  do  contain 
either  general  or  detailed  descriptions  of 
the  supplies  or  services  which  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  may  order  during  a  specified 
period  of  time.  No  prices  are  contained 
in  the  contract,  but  provision  is  made  for 
the  method  by  which  pricing  is  to  be 
effected.  As  in  the  case  of  call  contracts, 
funds  are  obligated  and  quantities  are 
established  by  each  order  and  not  by  the 
contract  itself. 

(b)  Applicability.  An  open  contract 
offers  a  means  of  expeditious  contractual 
coverage  where  quantity,  delivery,  spe¬ 
cific  items,  and  price  are  not  presently 
known  but  where  recurring  emergency 
requirements  for  similar  supplies  and 
services  are  anticipated.  This  type  of 
contract  should  not  be  used  where  firm 
requirements  for  future  supply  can  be 
computed  sufficiently  in  advance  to  per¬ 
mit  a  definite  quantity  contract. 

(c)  Limitations.  (1)  The  open  con¬ 
tract  is  not  authorized  for  use  by  local 
purchase  activities  and  foreign  procure¬ 
ment  activities.  Further,  tlie  use  of  open 
contracts  by  AMC  field  procurement  ac¬ 
tivities  requires  prior  approval  by  the 
director  of  procurement  and  production 
at  the  respective  AMC  field  procurement 
activity. 

(2)  Open  contracts  will  be  written  for 
a  period  not  exceeding  12  months;  pro¬ 
vided,  however,  in  the  case  of  open  con¬ 
tracts  expirihg  June  30th  of  any  year, 
replacing  open  contracts  may  be  written 
for  either  15  or  18  months  to  avoid  end¬ 
ing  with  a  fiscal  year;  but  thereafter  the 
subsequent  replacing  contract  will  be 
written  for  a  period  not  exceeding  12 
months. 

(3)  Any  order  using  1  year  funds  will 
be  supported  by  fiscal  year  funds  in  efffect 
at  the  date  of  the  order. 

(d)  Contract  clause.  See  Subpart  Z, 
Part  1007  of  this  subchapter. 

(e)  Standardized  use  of  open  con¬ 
tracts.  (1)  AMA’s  (hereinafter  called 
requiring  AMA’s)  anticipating  require¬ 
ments  for  open  contracts  with  contrac¬ 
tors  under  the  contract  administration 
responsibility  of  other  AMA’s  (herein¬ 
after  called  administering  AMA’s)  and 
AF  depots  anticipating  requirements  for 
open  contracts  will  submit  the  following 
information  to  the  AMA  administering 
a  potential  contractor : 

(i)  Name  of  potential  contractor  with 
whom  the  open  contract  will  be  written. 
(When  appropriate  specify  the  particu¬ 
lar  division  of  the  company  involved). 

(ii)  AF  property  class  designation (s) 
of  item(s)  to  be  procured  and  general 
item  description (s) . 

(iii)  Estimated  dollar  value  of  FY  re¬ 
quirements. 

(iv)  Information  to  support  the  nec¬ 
essary  determination  and  finding  ac¬ 


cording  to  the  provisions  of  Subpart  B 
of  this  part. 

(2)  When  the  information  in  sub- 
paragraph  (1)  of  this  paragraph  indi¬ 
cates  at  least  two  requiring  AMA’s  or  AF 
depots  anticipate  the  same  contractor  as 
a  source  of  supply,  the  procuring  con¬ 
tracting  officer  in  the  administering  AMA 
will  execute  the  determination  and  find¬ 
ing  and  write  the  open  contract.  Copies 
of  the  determination  and  finding  will  be 
distributed  to  the  requiring  AMA’s/ 
depots  and  will  be  used  to  support  all 
orders  placed  under  the  contract.  The 
open  contract  should  not  be  executed  in 
the  first  instance  if  there  are  not  ade¬ 
quate  factual  circumstances  to  support 
all  of  the  anticipated  orders  under  the 
open  contract. 

(3)  When  an  adm’nistering  AMA  de¬ 
termines  that  one  of  its  contractors  is 
anticipated  as  a  source  of  supply  by  only 
one  AMA  or  AF  depot,  it  will  authorize  in 
writing  the  requiring  AMA  or  AF  depot 
to  write  and  distribute  its  own  open 
contract. 

(4)  Only  those  AMA’s  and  depots  for 
which  a  contract  has  been  written  under 
the  provisions  of  subparagraph  (2)  of 
this  paragraph  are  authorized  to  issue 
orders  against  that  contract.  Other 
AMA’s  and  depots  must  request  permis¬ 
sion  to  issue  orders  from  the  adminis¬ 
tering  AMA.  In  either  event  copies  of 
the  determination  and  finding  must  be 
obtained  from  the  administering  AMA  to 
support  the  order (s)  to  be  issued. 


By  order  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Air 
Force. 


William  L.  Koch, 
Lt.  Colonel,  United  States  Air 
Force,  Chief,  Special  Activ¬ 
ities  Group,  Office  of  The 
Judge  Advocate  General. 


[F.R.  Doc.  62-10317;  Filed,  Oct.  16,  1962; 
8:45  ajn.l 


Title  41— PUBLIC  CONTRACTS 

Chapter  50 — Division  of  Public 
Contracts,  Department  of  Labor 

PART  50-202— MINIMUM  WAGE 
DETERMINATIONS 

Motors  and  Generators  Industry 

Exceptions  have  been  filed  to  the 
tentative  decision  determining  prevailing 
minimum  wages  for  the  motors  and  gen¬ 
erators  industry  (27  F.R.  1913).  Some 
of  the  exceptions  repeat  contentions 
fully  discussed  in  the  tentative  decision. 
Other  exceptions  present  subsidiary  ar¬ 
guments  relating  to  the  findings  and  con¬ 
clusions  in  the  tentative  decision  which 
were  considered  in  its  preparation  but 
not-  deemed  of  sufficient  substance  to 
warrant  express  discussion.  The  only 
remaining  exceptions  do  not  relate  to 
material  issues  of  fact,  law,  and  discre¬ 
tion  presented  on  the  record  in  this  pro¬ 
ceeding.  Each  exception  has  been  care¬ 
fully  considered.  None  appears  to  war¬ 
rant  further  discussion  here.  Each  is 
overruled.  Each  finding  and  conclusion, 
together  with  the  reasons,  and  basis 
therefor,  which  is  expressed  in  the  tenta¬ 
tive  decision  is  hereby  made  final. 
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Attached  to  exceptions  filed  by  the  Na-  i 
tional  Electrical  Manufacturers  Associa-  1 
tion  (NEMA)  are  affidavits  concerning  < 
wages  paid  by  two  establishments.  : 
NEMA  requests  that  they  be  accorded  1 
weight  in  the  making  of  this  determina¬ 
tion.  Since  the  Administrative  Procedure 
Act  requires  that  an  opportunity  be  ac¬ 
corded  to  all  parties  to  rebut  or  challenge 
the  admissibility  of  such  evidence,  com¬ 
plying  with  the  request  would  require 
that  the  hearing  be  reopened.  The  affi¬ 
davits  in  question  were  brought  to  the 
hearing  by  NEMA,  and  at  that  time 
NEMA  voluntarily  withdrew  its  request 
that  they  be  made  a  part  of  the  record. 
Thus,  it  is  abundantly  clear  that  NEMA 
has  had  a  full  and  fair  opportunity  to 
present  this  evidence  and  that  any  merit 
there  may  be  in  providing  a  second  op¬ 
portunity  to  present  it  is  outweighed  by 
the  need  for  a  determination  in  this  in¬ 
dustry  without  further  delay.  The  re¬ 
quest  is  denied. 

The  National  Small  Business  Associa¬ 
tion  has  requested  that  the  record  be 
reopened  in  order  to  consider  wage  data 
relating  to  certain  establishments  which 
did  not  come  within  the  scope  of  the  wage 
survey.  I  have  reached  the  conclusion 
that  if  such  data  were  received  at  a  re¬ 
opened  hearing,  it  would  not  alter  the 
conclusion  reached  in  the  tentative 
decision.  Accordingly,  the  request  is 
denied. 

Now  therefore,  upon  the  findings  and 
conclusions  stated  herein,  pursuant  to 
authority  under  the  Walsh-Healey  Pub¬ 
lic  Contracts  Act  (41  U.S.C.  35)  and  in 
accordance  with  the  Administrative  Pro¬ 
cedure  Act  (5  U.S.C.  1001) ,  Title  41  of  the 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  Part  50- 
202,  is  hereby  amended  by  the  addition 
of  §  50-202.29  to  read  as  set  forth  below. 

For  the  reasons  expressed  in  the  tenta¬ 
tive  decision  (27  F.R.  1916) ,  good  cause 
is  hereby  found  to  make  this  decision 
effective  7  days  after  its  publication  in 
the  Federal  Register.  Accordingly,  the 
amendments  to  the  Code  of  Federal  Reg¬ 
ulations  provided  herein  shall  have  effect 
on  and  after  October  24, 1962. 

§  50—202.29  Motors  and  generators  in¬ 
dustry. 

(a)  Definition.  (1)  The  motors  and 
generators  industry  is  defined  as  that 
industry  which  manufactures  or  fur¬ 
nishes  electric  motors  and  generators; 
prime  mover  generator  sets  (except  com¬ 
plete  steam,  gas  or  hydraulic  turbine- 
generator  sets),  such  as  gasoline  or 
diesel-engine  driven  or  wind  driven  gen¬ 
erator  sets;  motor  generator  sets  and 
other  rotating  equipment  (except  auto¬ 
motive)  such  as  dynamotors,  converters, 
inverters,  rotating  regulators,  servo¬ 
motors,  synchro-motors,  and  gear  mo¬ 
tors;  and  motors,  generators  and  control 
apparatus  for  such  land  transportation 
equipment  as  gasoline-electric  and  die¬ 
sel-electric  locomotives,  rail  cars,  trol¬ 
leys,  busses,  and  trucks  (except  control 
apparatus  for  storage-battery  powered 
transportation  equipment) .  The  manu¬ 
facture  of  parts  (including  spare  and  re¬ 
newal)  specifically  designed  for  the  fore¬ 
going  products  is  also  included. 

(2)  The  industry  does  not  include  the 
manufacture  of  the  following  products; 
Electric  starting  motors;  automotive 


generators;  arc  welding  generators;  bat¬ 
tery-charging  generators  for  internal 
combustion  engines;  and  parts  commonly 
recognized  as  products  of  industries  other 
than  the  motors  ,  and  generators  indus¬ 
try,  such  as  bearings;  brushes;  brush 
holders;  built-in  overload  protecting  de¬ 
vices;  capacitors;  filters;  insulating  ma¬ 
terials;  lead  terminals,  markers,  and 
connectors;  permanent  magnets;  record¬ 
ing  ai-d  indicating  instruments  and  de¬ 
vices;  rectifiers;  relays;  and  resistors. 

(b)  Minimum  wages.  (1)  The  mini¬ 
mum  wage  for  persons  employed  in  the 
manufacture  or  furnishing  of  fractional 
horsepower  motors  and  generators  shall 
be  not  less  than  $1.48  an  hour.  Frac¬ 
tional  horsepower  motors  and  generators 
are  deemed  to  include  all  motors  built 
in  frames  smaller  than  that  frame  hav¬ 
ing  a  continuous  rating  of  one  horse¬ 
power,  open  construction,  at  1700  to  1800 
r.p.m.  and  all  generators  in  the  corre¬ 
sponding  frame  sizes. 

•(2)  The  minimum  wage  for  persons 
employed  in  the  manufacture  or  furnish¬ 
ing  of  nonfractional  horsepower  motors 
and  generators  shall  be  not  less  than 
$1.73  an  hour.  Nonfractional  horse¬ 
power  motors  and  generators  shall  be 
deemed  to  include  all  products  within  the 
scope  of  the  motors  and  generators  in¬ 
dustry  that  are  not  included  in  the  defi¬ 
nition  of  fractional  horsepower  motors 
and  generators  provided  in  subparagraph 
(1)  of  this  paragraph. 

(49  Stat.  2036  as  amended;  41  U.S.C.  35  et 
seq.) 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  11th 
day  of  October  1962. 

W.  Willard  Wirtz, 
Secretary  of  Labor. 

[F.R.  Doc.  62-10370;  Filed,  Oct.  16,  1962; 

8:53  a.m.] 


Title  47— TELECOMMUNICATION 

Chapter  I — Federal  Communications 
Commission 

[FCC  62-1082] 

PART  0— COMMISSION 
ORGANIZATION 

Miscellaneous  Amendments 

At  a  session  of  the  Federal  Communi¬ 
cations  Commission  held  at  its  offices  in 
Washington,  D.C.,  on  the  10th  day  of 
October  1962; 

The  Commission  having  under  con¬ 
sideration  §  0.111,  concerning  the  func¬ 
tions  of  the  Office  of  General  Counsel, 
and  §§0.116  and  0.117,  concerning  the 
functions  of  the  Administrative  Law  and 
Treaties  Division  and  the  Regulatory  Di¬ 
vision;  and 

It  appearing  that  §  0.111  should  be 
amended  to  more  completely  describe  the 
functions  of  the  Office  of  General  Coun¬ 
sel;  and 

It  further  appearing,  in  order  to  pro¬ 
mote  a  mote  efficient  operation  and  in 
light  of  the  Commission’s  expanding  na¬ 
tional  defense  responsibilities  devolv¬ 
ing  upon  the  Office  of  General  Counsel, 
that  there  should  be  a  reassignment  of 
the  functions  now  performed  by  the  Ad¬ 


ministrative  Law  and  Treaties  Division 
and  the  Regulatory  Division  as  set  forth 
herein,  and  that  the  Regulatory  Division 
should  be  renamed  the  Enforcement  and 
Defense  Division;  and 
It  further  appearing  that  the  amend¬ 
ments  herein  adopted  are  issued  pursuant 
to  authority  contained  in  sections  4(i), 
5(b)  and  303 (r)  of  the  Communications 
Act  of  1934,  as  amended;  and 

It  further  appearing  that  the  amend¬ 
ments  adopted  herein  pertain  to  Com¬ 
mission  organization  and  hence  that  the 
notice  and  effective  date  requirements 
of  section  4  of  the  Administrative  Pro¬ 
cedure  Act  are  inapplicable; 

It  is  ordered.  Effective  October  10, 1962, 
that  §§0.111,  0.116,  and  0.117  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  and  regulations  are 
amended  as  set  forth  below. 

(Sec.  4,  48  Stat.  1066,  as  amended;  47  U.S.C. 
154.  Interprets  or  applies  sec.  303,  48  Stat. 
1062,  as  amended;  47  U.S.C.  303) 

Released:  October  11, 1962. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Acting  Secretary. 

1.  Section  0.111  (k)  to  (o)  is  added  to 
read  as  follows: 

§  0.111  Functions  of  the  Office. 

*  *  *  *  * 

(k)  To  study  the  licensing  practices 
of  patentees  and  assignees  in  radio  serv¬ 
ices  regulated  by  the  Commission,  par¬ 
ticularly  in  situations  referred  to  it  by 
the  Office  of  Chief  Engineer;  and,  in  col¬ 
laboration  with  the  Office  of  Chief  Engi¬ 
neer,  to  develop  appropriate  recom¬ 
mendations  for  Commission  action. 

(l)  To  interpret  statutes  and  execu¬ 
tive  orders  affecting  the  Commission’s 
national  defense  responsibilities,  and  to 
perform  such  functions  involving  im¬ 
plementation  of  such  statutes  and  ex¬ 
ecutive  orders  as  may  be  assigned  to 
it  by  the  Commission  or  the  Defense 
Commissioner. 

(m)  To  perform  all  legal  functions 
with  respect  to  leases,  contracts,  tort 
claims  and  such  other  internal  legal 
problems  as  may  arise. 

(n)  To  prepare  the  bound  volumes  of 
the  FCC  Reports. 

(o)  To  review  the  national  security 
aspects  of  applications  for  commercial 
operator  licenses  or  permits  referred  to 
it  by  the  Field  Engineering  and  Monitor¬ 
ing  Bureau. 

2.  Sections  0.116  and  0.117  are  revised 
to  read  as  follows: 

§  0.116  Administrative  Law  and  Treaties 
Division. 

The  Administrative  Law  and  Treaties 
Division  has  the  following  duties  and 
responsibilities: 

(a)  To  conduct  research  in  legal  mat¬ 
ters  and  prepare  legal  opinions  as  di¬ 
rected  by  the  General  Counsel. 

(b)  To  participate  in  international 
conferences  and  in  the  implementation 
of  international  agreements,  and  to  in¬ 
terpret  international  agreements  and  in¬ 
ternational  regulations  affecting  the 
Commission. 
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(c)  To  prepare  and/or  coordinate 
recomendations  concerning  procedural 
rules  of  general  applicability,  and  to 
maintain  liaison  with  Government 
agencies  and  private  organizations  con¬ 
cerned  with  improving  the  Commission’s 
procedures. 

(d)  To  coordinate  rule  making  mat¬ 
ters  and  proceedings  affecting  more  than 
one  Bureau. 

(e)  In  cooperation  with  the  Office  of 
Chief  Engineer,  to  participate  in  general 
frequency  allocation  proceedings  affect¬ 
ing  more  than  one  Bureau- and  in  rule 
making  proceedings  involving  Parts  5, 
15,  or  18  of  this  chapter. 

(f)  To  cooperate  with  the  Common 
Carrier  Bureau  and  the  Office  of  Chief 
Engineer  on  matters  pertaining  to  sat¬ 
ellite  communications. 

(g)  To  perform  any  additional  func¬ 
tions  assigned  to  it  by  the  General 
Counsel. 

§  0.117  Enforcement  and  Defense  Divi¬ 
sion. 

The  Enforcement  and  Defense  Division 
has  the  following  duties  and  responsi¬ 
bilities: 

(a)  To  advise  the  Commission  and  to 
take  action,  usually  upon  recommen¬ 
dations  submitted  by  the  operating 
Bureaus,  as  to  civil  and  criminal  pro¬ 
ceedings  to  enforce  the  Communications 
Act,  the  rules  and  regulations  of  the 
Commission,  and  Commission  orders  in 
the  courts  of  the  United  States. 

(b)  To  interpret  statutes  and  execu¬ 
tive  orders  affecting  the  Commission’s 
national  defense  responsibilities,  and  to 
perform  the  functions  of  the  Office  of 
General  Counsel  involving  implementa¬ 
tion  of  such  statutes  and  executive 
orders. 

(c)  To  perform  all  legal  functions  in¬ 
volved  in  administering  and  enforcing 
the  rules  and  regulations  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion  pertaining  to  the  Experimental 
Radio  Service  (Part  5  of  this  chapter), 
Incidental  and  Restricted  Radiation  De¬ 
vices  (Part  15  of  this  chapter),  the  In¬ 
dustrial,  Scientific,  and  Medical  Service 
(Part  18  of  this  chapter),  and  type  ap¬ 
proval  and  type  acceptance  of  radio 
equipment,  including  educational  func¬ 
tions  directed  to  obtaining  voluntary 
compliance  with  the  provisions  of  Parts 
15  and  18  of  this  chapter. 

(d)  To  study  and  develop  recommen¬ 
dations  with  regard  to  the  licensing 
practices  of  patentees  and  assignees  in 
radio  services  regulated  by  the  Com¬ 
mission. 

(e)  To  perform  all  legal  functions 
with  respect  to  leases,  contracts,  tort 
claims  and  such  other  internal  legal 
problems  as  may  arise. 

(f)  To  prepare  the  bound  volumes  of 
the  FCC  Reports. 

(g)  To  review  the  national  security 
aspects  of  applications  for  commercial 
operator  licenses  or  permits  submitted 
to  it  by  the  Field  Engineering  and  Moni¬ 
toring  Bureau. 

(h)  To  perform  any  additional  func¬ 
tions  assigned  to  it  by  the.  General 
Counsel. 

[F.R.  Doc.  62-10353;  Filed,  Oct.  16,  1962; 

8:52  a.m.] 


[Docket  No.  14591  (FM-303);  FCC  62-1078] 

PART  3 — RADIO  BROADCAST 
SERVICES 

Table  of  Assignments,  Television 

Broadcast  Stations;  Henderson-Las 

Vegas,  Nev. 

1.  The  Commission  has  before  it  for 
consideration  its  notice  of  proposed  rule 
making  released  herein  on  March  30, 1962 
(FCC  62-363),  which  invited  comments 
on  a  proposal  to  reassign  Channel  2  from 
Henderson,  Nevada,  to  Las  Vegas, 
Nevada. 

2.  Comments  and  reply  comments  were 
filed  by  Southern  Nevada  Radio  and  Tel¬ 
evision  Company,  licensee  of  television 
station  KLRJ-TV,  Channel  2,  Henderson, 
Nevada  (petitioner  for  this  rule  making) , 
and  by  Las  Vegas  Television,  Inc.,  li¬ 
censee  of  television  station  KLAS-TV, 
Channel  8,  Las  Vegas,  Nevada.  Informal 
documents  not  complying  with  the  Com¬ 
mission  rules  were  filed  in  opposition  to 
the  proposal  by  the  Mayor  and  City 
Council  of  Henderson,  by  the  Henderson 
Chamber  of  Commerce,  and  by  private 
citizens  of  Henderson. 

3.  The  population  of  Henderson,  ac¬ 
cording  to  the  1960  U.S.  Census,  is  12,525, 
and  that  of  Las  Vegas  is  64,405.  Chan¬ 
nel  2,  on  which  Station  KLRJ-TV  oper¬ 
ates,  is  the  only  channel  assigned  to 
Henderson,  Channels  8,  *10  and  13  are 
assigned  to  Las  Vegas.  No  authorization 
is  outstanding  for  Channel  *10.  and  no 
application  is  pending.  Station  KLAS- 
TV  operates  on  Channel  8  and  Station 
KSHO-TV,  on  Channel  13.  The  trans¬ 
mitter  and  studio  of  KLRJ-TV  are  lo¬ 
cated  on  the  Las  Vegas-Henderson 
highway  3  miles  from  Las  Vegas  and  8 
miles  from  Henderson,  and  the  station 
provides  to  both  cities  the  minimum 
signal  required  over  a  principal  com¬ 
munity  (74  dbu  or  greater).  KLRJ-TV 
is  affiliated  with  NBC;  KLAS-TV,  with 
CBS;  and  KSHO-TV,  with  ABC.  KLRJ- 
TV  was  in  1961  given  permission  by  the 
Commission  to  identify  itself  as  a  Hen¬ 
derson-Las  Vegas  station. 

4.  Petitioner  states  that  because  of  the 
tremendous  growth  of  the  Las  Vegas 
market  (1950  U.S.  Census,  Las  Vegas: 
24,624;  1960  U.S.  Census,  Las  Vegas: 
64,405;  1960  U.S.  Census,  Las  Vegas 
Urbanized  Area:  89,427;  1960  U.S.  Census, 
Las  Vegas  Standard  Metropolitan  Sta¬ 
tistical  Area:  127,016)  it  is  important 
for  Channel  2  to  be  designated  as  a  Las 
Vegas  station.  It  gives  as  reasons  there¬ 
for  the  fact  that  it  competes  with  the  two 
Las  Vegas  stations  for  audience  and  ad¬ 
vertisers  and  that  it  is  a  hardship  not 
to  be  identified  as  a  Las  Vegas  station. 
It  further  states  that  Henderson  is  an 
industrial  city  with  a  population  of  about 
12,000,  that  most  of  the  business  firms 
are  small  and  cannot  afford  the  rates  of 
television  and  that  less  than  $1,000  per 
month  is  spent  with  petitioner  by  Hen¬ 
derson  merchants  so  that  it  has  to  secure 
practically  all  of  its  local  revenue  from 
Las  Vegas  merchants.  Because  it  is  not 
a  Las  Vegas  station,  it  sometimes  runs 
into  difficulties  both  with  Las  Vegas  mer¬ 
chants  and  with  national  advertisers  who 
buy  the  Las  Vegas  market. 


5.  Petitioner  further  states  that  if  the 
change  in  assignment  is  made  it  will  not 
move  its  transmitter  or  studio  locations 
and  that  it  will  continue  to  give  complete 
service  to  Henderson.1  It  goes  on  to 
say  that  it  intends  to  increase  its  power 
so  that  it  will  serve  more  of  the  southern 
Nevada  area. 

6.  Numerous  cases  are  cited  by  peti¬ 
tioner  to  show  that  the  Commission  has 
in  the  past  granted  similar  relief  in  situa¬ 
tions  similar  to  the  present  one.  Las 
Vegas  Television,  Inc.,  urges  that  these 
cases  are  distinguishable  from  the  in¬ 
stant  situation  for  various  reasons  and 
cites  cases  in  support  of  its  view  that  the 
proposal  herein  should  be  denied.  We 
are  of  the  opinion  that  it  is  unnecessary 
to  enter  into  a  discussion  concerning  the 
cases  cited,  each  of  which  was  decided  on 
the  basis  a  combination  of  factors  there¬ 
in  prevailing,  some  which  included  con¬ 
tinued  financial  losses  of  stations  re¬ 
questing  change  of  channel  assignment 
to  a  nearby  larger  community,  change 
in  Commission  rules  permitting  assign¬ 
ment  of  a  channel  to  a  larger  community 
where  it  could  not  previously  be  assigned, 
and  opportunity  for  improving  the  com¬ 
petitive  situation  within  a  community. 

7.  Petitioner  herein  requests  the  reas¬ 
signment  of  Channel  2  for  the  purpose  of 
making  a  more  effective  use  of  the  chan¬ 
nel  and  in  order  to  permit  the  station 
to  serve  the  public  interest  through  the 
achievement  of  competitive  equality 
with  the  other  stations  serving  the  Hen¬ 
derson-Las  Vegas  market.  One  of  the 
principal  arguments  urged  by  Las  Vegas 
Television,  Inc.,  in  opposition  to  the  pro¬ 
posal  is  that  petitioner  is  making  a  profit 
at  its  present  station  assignment  whereas 
one  of  the  two  Las  Vegas  stations  is 
presently  licensed  to  a  receiver  in  bank¬ 
ruptcy,  and  the  other  (KLAS-TV)  is  not 
earning  as  much  as  petitioner.  How¬ 
ever,  the  record  is  devoid  of  any  showing 
that  one  of  the  two  present  Las  Vegas 
stations  became  a  bankrupt  because  the 
community  is  unable  to  support  three 
stations.  The  failure  of  that  station 
might  have  been  caused  by  any  of  a  num¬ 
ber  of  other  reasons.  With  regard  to 
the  comparative  incomes  of  KLRJ-TV 
and  KLAS-TV,  we  observe  that  the  share 
of  revenue  which  a  station  is  able  to 
obtain  from  the  total  revenue  in  a  market 
is  more  indicative  than  net  income  of  its 
chances  for  success  in  the  market.  The 
financial  data  which  were  submitted  by 
Las  Vegas  Television,  Inc.,  for  Station 
KLAS-TV  for  the  past  three  years  indi¬ 
cate  that  its  share  of  the  market  is  not 
insubstantial. 

8.  We  are  of  the  opinion  that  it  would 
be  in  the  public  interest  to  reassign 
Channel  2  from  Henderson  to  Las  Vegas 
because  to  do  so  will  improve  the  com- 


1  The  Commission  places  particular  reliance 
on  these  representations.  In  this  connec¬ 
tion,  we  note  that  In  accordance  with  the 
doctrine  which  we  expressed  In  the  NTA  case 
(NTA  Television  B/castlng  Corp.,  22  Pike  & 
Fischer  R.R.  273,  295)  any  Las  Vegas  station 
which  Includes  Henderson  within  Its  Grade 
A  service  area  has  a  duty  to  serve  the  latter 
city  as  an  outlet  for  local  self  expression  If 
there  is  no  station  or  auxiliary  studio  of  a 
station  located  at  Henderson. 
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petitive  situation  which  we  believe  will 
result  in  benefits  to  the  entire  Las  Vegas 
metropolitan  area.  Although  this  will 
leave  Henderson  without  a  local  outlet, 
we  believe  that  the  merits  of  the  reas¬ 
signment  outweigh  this  consideration 
especially  since  petitioner  does  not  in¬ 
tend  to  move  the  site  of  either  its  trans¬ 
mitter  or  studio  and  intends  to  continue 
to  give  a  complete  service  to  Henderson, 
and  since  no  service  will  be  taken  away 
from  any  area. 

9.  The  action  herein  is  taken  pursuant 
to  the  authority  found  in  sections  4(i), 
303,  307(b),  and  316  of  the  Communica¬ 
tions  Act  of  1934,  as  amended. 

10.  Since  Southern  Nevada  Radio  and 
Television  Company  has  requested  that 
its  authorization  for  Station  KLRJ-TV 
be  modified  to  show  station  location  to  be 
Las  Vegas,  Nevada,  and  has  consented  to 
such  modification,  it  is  unnecessary  to 
issue  an  order  to  show  cause  why  its 
license  should  not  be  modified. 

11.  Since  the  studio  of  KLRJ-TV  is 
located  3  miles  outside  Las  Vegas,  * 
Nevada,  and  it  is  proposed  not  to  change 
its  location  or  that  of  the  transmitter 
which  is  located  at  the  same  site,  and  in 
view  of  the  circumstances  herein,  it  is 
in  the  public  interest  for  the  studio  to 
continue  at  that  site  and  we  are  of 
the  opinion  that  a  waiver  of  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  §  3.613  should  be  granted  for 
the  operation  of  Station  KLRJ-TV. 

12.  In  view  of  the  foregoing:  It  is 
ordered.  Effective  November  19,  1962, 
that  the  Table  of  Assignments  contained 
in  §  3.606  of  the  Commission  rules  and 
regulations  is  amended  as  follows: 

(a)  Delete  the  entry  for  Henderson, 
Nevada. 

(b)  Add  a  channel  to  Las  Vegas, 
Nevada,  so  that  the  new  entry  reads: 

City  Channel  No. 

Las  Vegas,  Nev _ 2  —  ,  8  —  ,  *10+,  13  — 

13.  It  is  further  ordered,  That  the 
license  of  Southern  Nevada  Radio  and 
Television  Company  for  Station  KLRJ- 
TV,  Henderson,  Nevada,  is  modified  to 
specify  station  location  at  Las  Vegas, 
Nevada,  instead  of  at  Henderson, 
Nevada. 

14.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  a  waiver 
of  the  provisions  of  §  3.613  of  the  Com¬ 
mission  Rules  concerning  main  studio 
location  is  granted  to  Southern  Nevada 
Radio  and  Television  Company  for  Sta¬ 
tion  KLRJ-TV,  the  main  studio  and 
transmitter  of  which  are  presently  lo¬ 
cated  and  operating  3  miles  outside  of 
Las  Vegas,  Nevada. 

(Sec.  4.  48  Stat.  1066,  as  amended,  47  U.S.C. 
154.  Interpret  or  apply  secs.  803,  307,  316, 
48  Stat.  1082,  1083,  66  Stat.  711;  47  U.S.C.  303, 
307, 153) 

Adopted:  October  10, 1962. 

Released:  October  12, 1962. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[PJt.  Doc.  6fc— 10354;  Filed,  Oot.  16,  1962; 

8:52  a.m.] 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Agricultural  Marketing  Service 
E  7  CFR  Part  46  ] 

REGULATIONS  (OTHER  THAN  RULES 
OF  PRACTICE)  UNDER  THE  PERISH¬ 
ABLE  AGRICULTURAL  COMMODI¬ 
TIES  ACT,  1930 

Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  United 
States  Department  of  Agriculture  is  con¬ 
sidering  a  revision  of  the  existing  regu¬ 
lations,  other  than  rules  of  practice  (7 
CFR  46.1-46.42)  effective  under  the 
Perishable  Agricultural  Commodities  Act, 
1930  (46  Stat.  531,  et  seq.,  as  amended; 

7  U.S.C.  499a  et  seq.) . 

Statement  of  considerations  leading  to 
the  proposed  revision.  The  cost  of  ad¬ 
ministering  this  Act,  except  for  the  cost 
of  legal  services,  is  financed  entirely  by 
the  license  fees.  There  have  been  ap¬ 
proximately  25,000  licenses  in  effect  un¬ 
der  this  Act.  Under  the  current  $25 
fee  the  administrative  expenses  have 
exceeded  the  collections  for  the  past  four 
years,  necessitating  withdrawals  from 
the  limited  reserve  fund  which  has  been 
built  up  over  a  period  of  years.  At  the 
current  level  of  costs  and  receipts,  this 
fund  is  being  depleted  rapidly. 

A  bill  to  amend  the  Act  was  introduced 
in  Congress  in  1961  as  a  result  of  a  joint 
study  and  review  by  the  industry  and 
the  Department  over  a  period  of  three 
years.  One  of  the  objectives  of  the  bill 
was  to  provide  sufficient  revenue  to  cover 
the  costs  of  administering  the  Act  and 
to  make  the  law  a  more  useful  tool  for 
the  produce  industry  under  present  day 
marketing  conditions.  The  bill  as  en¬ 
acted  was  approved  by  the  President  on 
October  1,  1962,  authorizing  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  Agriculture  to  increase  the  li¬ 
cense  fee  up  to  a  maximum  of  $50,  after 
giving  public  notice  and  allowing  a  rea¬ 
sonable  time  prior  to  the  effective  date 
of  such  increase  for  interested  parties  to 
file  their  views  relative  to  such  increase. 
At  the  time  this  bill  was  introduced  in 
the  Congress  it  was  estimated  that  it 
would  be  necessary  to  increase  the  fee 
approximately  $10  per  license.  However, 
it  was  not  then  anticipated  that  the 
number  of  licenses  in  effect  would  be 
reduced. 

In  the  enactment  of  the  bill,  Congress 
provided  that  certain  retailers  and  frozen 
food  brokers  should  be  exempt  from 
license.  It  is  estimated  that  approxi¬ 
mately  2,500  retailers  and  brokers  who 
previously  were  licensed  will  now  be 
exempt  from  license.  On  the  basis  of  $36 
per  license,  this  represents  a  loss  in 
revenue  of  approximately  $90,000  per 
year.  Furthermore,  a  pay  raise  for  gov¬ 
ernment  employees  has  subsequently 
been  approved.  The  salaries  of  the  em¬ 
ployees  administering  the  Perishable 
Agricultural  Commodities  Act  represents 


approximately  75  percent  of  the  total 
expenditures  under  this  law.  The  pay 
raise  will  further  increase  the  adminis¬ 
trative  expenses. 

Therefore,  it  is  deemed  necessary  to 
increase  the  annual  fee  to  $36.  If  this 
fee  does  not  produce  sufficient  revenue 
to  meet  the  administrative  costs  of  this 
Act,  a  subsequent  increase  will  become 
necessary. 

All  persons  who  desire  to  submit  writ¬ 
ten  data,  views,  or  comments  concerning 
the  proposed  increase  in  the  fee  should 
file  the  same  with  the  Director,  Fruit  and 
Vegetable  Division,  Agricultural  Mar¬ 
keting  Service,  United  States  Department 
of  Agriculture,  South  Building,  Wash¬ 
ington  25,  D.C.,  not  later  than  twenty 
days  after  publication  of  this  notice  in 
the  Federal  Register. 

The  proposed  revision  would  amend 
§  46.5  to  read  as  follows; 

§  46.5  License  fee. 

The  annual  license  fee  is  thirty-six 
dollars  ($36) .  The  Director  may  require 
the  fee  be  submitted  in  the  form  of  a 
money  order,  bank  draft,  cashier’s  check, 
or  certified  check  made  payable  to  Agri¬ 
cultural  Marketing  Service.  Authorized 
representatives  of  the  Division  may  ac¬ 
cept  fees  and  issue  receipts  therefor. 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  11th 
day  of  October  1962. 

Floyd  F.  Hedlund, 
Director,  Fruit  and  Vegetable 
Division,  Agricultural  Mar¬ 
keting  Service. 

IF.R.  Doc.  62-10373;  Filed,  Oct.  16,  1962; 
8:54  a.m.] 


ATOMIC  ENERGY  COMMISSION 

[  10  CFR  Part  20] 

STANDARDS  FOR  PROTECTION 
AGAINST  RADIATION 

Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making 

Statement  of  consideration.  Experi¬ 
ence  gained  by  the  Commission  in  ad¬ 
ministering  its  regulatory  program  indi¬ 
cates  a  need  for  amendment  of  10  CFR 
Part  20  to  state  more  precisely  in  §  20.203 
(f)  the  information  to  be  given  on  con¬ 
tainers  in  which  there  is  licensed  ma¬ 
terial.  The  amendments  proposed  in 
this  notice  would  include  some  addi¬ 
tional  labeling  requirements,  and  would 
grant  relief  from  certain  of  the  present 
requirements. 

Two  additional  requirements  would  be 
included  in  10  CFR  20.203(f).  One 
would  specify  that  containers  in  which 
licensed  material  is  transported  and  used 
must  be  labeled  with  information  as  to 
the  kinds  and  quantities  of  the  contained 
radioactive  material.  Under  the  present 
provisions  of  §  20.203(f) ,  only  containers 
used  exclusively  for  storage  of  licensed 
material  need  be  labeled  with  this  infor¬ 


mation.  This  additional  labeling  is  re¬ 
quired  to  provide  a  means  for  assessing 
the  radiation  hazard  potential  of  con¬ 
tained  radioactive  material.  The  second 
requirement  would  specify  that  contain¬ 
ers  of  uranium  enriched  in  the  isotope 
uranium  235  must  bear  a  label  showing 
the  percentage  by  weight  of  uranium  235 
in  the  uranium.  This  requirement  is 
deemed  to  be  necessary  to  facilitate  pro¬ 
tection  against  accidental  criticality. 

The  amendments  would  reduce  or  dis¬ 
pense  with  existing  requirements  of  10 
CFR  20.203(f)  in  the  following  respects: 
(a)  The  date  of  measurement  of  radio¬ 
active  materials  having  a  half-life 
greater  than  ten  (10)  years  need  not  be 
included  on  a  container  label,  (b)  The 
kinds  and  quantities  of  contained  radio¬ 
active  material  need  not  be  identified  on 
the  label  of  a  wall  cabinet,  drawer  of  a 
storage  safe,  storage  “well,”  laboratory 
waste-paper  receptacle  and  certain  outer 
storage  containers,  (c)  No  labeling 
would  be  required  for  certain  containers 
such  as  pharmaceutical  capsules,  con¬ 
tainers  which  are  constantly  attended, 
and  intermediate  inside  containers  when 
the  innermost  container  and  the  outer¬ 
most  container  are  each  labeled  as  re¬ 
quired.  (d)  The  labeling  specified  in 
§  20.203(f)  would  not  be  required  for  any 
container  in  possession  of  a  licensee  for 
a  period  of  5  days  or  less  provided  that 
the  radioactive  materials  are  packaged 
and  labeled  in  accordance  with  regula¬ 
tions  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Coast  Guard  or  Federal  Aviation 
Agency,  (e)  A  colored  radiation  symbol 
would  not  be  required  for  containers 
which  are  subject  to  high  temperatures 
during  normal  conditions  of  use. 

None  of  the  exceptions  or  exemptions 
from  labeling  would  present  an  unrea¬ 
sonable  risk  to  the  health  and  safety  of 
the  public. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  adoption 
of  the  following  amendments  to  Part  20 
is  contemplated.  All  interested  persons 
who  desire  to  submit  written  comments 
or  suggestions  in  connection  with  the 
proposed  amendments  should  send  them 
to  the  Secretary,  U.S.  Atomic  Energy 
Commission,  Washington  25,  D.C.,  within 
sixty  (60)  days  after  publication  of  this 
notice  in  the  Federal  Register.  Com¬ 
ments  received  after  that  period  will  be 
considered  if  it  is  practical  to  do  so,  but 
assurance  of  consideration  cannot  be 
given  except  as  to  comments  filed  within 
the  period  specified. 

1.  A  new  subparagraph  (7)  is  added  to 
§  20.3(b)  to  read  as  follows: 

(7)  “Container”  defined  in  §  20.203. 

2.  Paragraph  20.203(f)  is  revised  to 
read  as  follows: 

(f)  Containers.  (1)  As  used  in  the 
regulations  in  thi§  part,  “container” 
means  any  sealed  source,  receptacle,  ves¬ 
sel,  holder,  package  or  device  in  which 
there  is  licensed  material. 
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(2)  A  container  in  which  there  is  more 
than  1.5  kilograms  (3.3  pounds)  of  na¬ 
tural  uranium  or  uranium  depleted  in 
the  isotope  uranium  235,  more  than  4.5 
kilograms  (9.9  pounds)  of  natural  tho¬ 
rium,  or  more  than  the  quantity  of  any 
other  licensed  material  specified  in  Ap¬ 
pendix  C  of  this  part,  shall  bear  a  dur¬ 
able,  legible  and  clearly  visible  label 
which  shall: 

(i)  State  each  chemical  element,  by 
name  or  chemical  symbol,  and  the  mass 
number  of  radioactive  material  in  the 
container.  A  parent  radionuclide  may 
be  identified  without  identifying  its  de¬ 
cay  products.  Mixed  fission  products, 
natural  uranium,  uranium  enriched  or 
depleted  in  the  isotope  uranium  235, 
and  natural  thorium  may  be  identified 
by  name  only  without  identifying  each 
radionuclide.  Plutonium  may  be  iden¬ 
tified  by  name  only  without  identifying 
each  isotope  of  plutonium  present  when 
the  amount  of  plutonium  is  stated  in 
units  of  weight  and  radioactivity ; 

(ii)  State  the  amount  of  each  radio¬ 
active  material  identified.  The  amount 
of  natural  uranium,  uranium  depleted 
in  the  isotope  uranium  235,  natural 
thorium,  thorium  232  and  any  special 
nuclear  material  shall  be  stated  in  units 
of  weight.  The  amount  of  all  other  ra¬ 
dioactive  material  shall  be  stated  in  units 
of  radioactivity.  When  uranium  en¬ 
riched  in  the  isotope  uranium  235  is 
present,  the  percentage  by  weight  of 
uranium  235  in  the  uranium  shall  be 
stated; 

(iii)  State  the  date  of  measurement 
of  the  radioactivity  of  each  radioactive 
material  identified  which  has  a  half-life 
of  ten  (10)  years  or  less; 

(iv)  Include  the  radiation  caution 
symbol  prescribed  by  paragraph  (a)  of 
this  section  and  the  words: 

CAUTION* 

RADIOACTIVE  MATERIAL (S) 

•Or  DANGER. 

(3)  The  requirements  of  subdivisions 

(i)  through  (iii)  of  subparagraph  (2)  of 
this  paragraph  do  not  apply  to: 

(i)  A  nuclear  reactor;  chemical  hood; 
glove  box;  chemical  processing  pipe,  tank 
or  similar  equipment;  autoclave;  wall 
cabinet;  drawer  of  a  storage  safe;  stor¬ 
age  “well”;  or  laboratory  waste-paper 
receptacle. 

(ii)  Any  outer  storage  container  when: 

(a)  The  radioactive  material  is  con¬ 
tained  in  a  beaker,  flask,  test  tube,  bottle 
or  other  laboratory  container  inside  of 
the  outer  container,  and  each  such  in¬ 
side  container  is  labeled  in  accordance 
with  subparagraph  (2)  of  this  para¬ 
graph;  and 

(b)  The  exposure  dose  rate  from  all 
the  inside  containers  does  not  exceed  100 
millirems  per  hour  at  a  distance  of  18 
inches  from  the  unclosed  outer  container 
opening. 

(4)  A  label  complying  with  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  subdivisions  (i)  through  (iv) 
of  subparagraph  (2)  of  this  paragraph 
is  not  required  for: 

(i)  A  pharmaceutical  capsule  designed 
for  ingestion; 

(ii)  A  container  or  housing  in  which 
the  concentration  of  radioactive  ma¬ 


terial  does  not  exceed  the  limits  specified 
in  Appendix  B.  Table  I  of  this  part; 

(iii)  A  container  while  constantly  at¬ 
tended  by  an  individual  who  takes  the 
precautions  necessary  to  prevent  the  ex¬ 
posure  of  any  individual  to  radiation  or 
radioactive  materials  in  excess  of  the 
limits  established  in  the  regulations  in 
this  part; 

(iv)  A  sealed  source  inside  of  a  con¬ 
tainer  when  the  outermost  container  is 
labeled  with  the  information  specified  in 
subparagraph  (2)  of  this  paragraph. 

(v)  A  sealed  source  outside  of  a  la¬ 
beled  container  when  it  is  located  within 
a  room  or  area  which  is  equipped  with  a 
control  device  complying  with  paragraph 

(c)  (2)  of  this  section  or  locked  to  protect 
against  unauthorized  and  accidental  en¬ 
try,  and  the  sealed  source  has  attached 
to  it  a  durable  tag  containing  the  infor¬ 
mation  specified  in  subparagraph  (2)  (iv) 
of  this  paragraph; 

(vi)  An  intermediate  inside  container 
when  each  of  the  following  containers  is 
labeled  with  the  information  specified  in 
subparagraph  (2)  of  this  paragraph: 

(a)  The  outermost  container;  and 

(b)  The  innermost  container(s)  or 
the  first  container  enclosing  the  inner¬ 
most  container (s)  if  the  innermost  con¬ 
tainer  (s)  is  an  unlabeled  sealed  source; 

(vii)  Any  outer  container  in  posses¬ 
sion  of  the  licensee  for  a  period  of  five 
days  or  less  when  radioactive  materials 
are  packaged  and  labeled  in  accordance 
with  regulations  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  Coast  Guard  or  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Agency,  provided  that  the 
innermost  containers  are  labeled  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  provisions  of  subpara¬ 
graph  (2)  of  this  paragraph. 

(5)  The  radiation  caution  symbol 
need  not  be  in  the  colors  prescribed  by 
paragraph  (a)  of  this  section  for  any 
container  such  as  an  autoclave,  a  gas 
chromatograph  device  or  a  gauge  at¬ 
tached  to  a  blast  furnace,  where  the 
colors  would  be  destroyed  by  heat  under 
normal  conditions  of  use.  The  radiation 
caution  symbol  shall  comply  in  all  other 
respects  with  the  requirements  of  para¬ 
graph  (a)  of  this  section. 

(Sec.  161.  68  Stat.  948;  74  U.S.C.  2201) 

Dated  at  Germantown,  Md.,  the  5th 
day  of  October  1962. 

For  the  United  States  Atomic  Energy 
Commission. 

Woodford  B.  McCool, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  62-10319;  Filed,  Oct.  16,  1962; 

8:45  a.m.] 

FEDERAL  AVIATION  AGENCY 

[14  CFR  Part  507  ] 

[Reg.  Docket  No.  1429] 

DOUGLAS  C54— DC  SERIES  AND  DC-4 
AIRCRAFT 

Proposed  Airworthiness  Directive 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated 
to  be  by  the  Administrator  ( 14  CFR  Part 
405),  notice  is  hereby  given  that  the 
Federal  Aviation  Agency  has  under  con¬ 
sideration  a  proposal  to  amend  Part  507 


of  the  regulations  of  the  Administrator 
to  include  an  airworthiness  directive  re¬ 
quiring  revised  engine-propeller  operat¬ 
ing  limitations  as  a  result  of  resurveys 
of  propeller  vibration  which  have  shown 
higher  blade  stresses  than  those  origi¬ 
nally  found. 

Interested  persons  may  participate  in 
the  making  of  the  proposed  rule  by  sub¬ 
mitting  such  written  data,  views,  or  ar¬ 
guments  as  they  may  desire.  Communi¬ 
cations  should  be  submitted  in  duplicate 
to  the  Docket  Section  of  the  Federal  Avi¬ 
ation  Agency,  Room  A-103,  1711  New 
York  Avenue  NW.,  Washington  25,  D.C. 
All  communications  received  on  or  before 
November  16,  1962,  will  be  considered  by 
the  Administrator  before  taking  action 
on  the  proposed  rule.  The  proposals 
contained  in  this  notice  may  be  changed 
in  light  of  comments  received.  All  com¬ 
ments  submitted  will  be  available  in  the 
Docket  Section  for  examination  by  in¬ 
terested  persons  at  any  time.  This  pro¬ 
posal  will  not  be  given  further  distribu¬ 
tion  as  a  draft  release. 

This  amendment  Is  proposed  under 
the  authority  of  sections  313(a),  601  and 
603  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958 
(72  Stat.  752,  775,  776;  49  U.S.C.  1354(a), 
1421, 1423). 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  it  is 
proposed  to  amend  §  507.10(a)  of  Part 
507  (14  CFR  Part  507),  by  adding  the 
following  airworthiness  directive: 

Douglas.  Applies  to  all  C54-DC  Series  and 
DC-4  aircraft  equipped  with  Pratt  & 
Whitney  Aircraft  Twin  Wasp  Series  and 
R— 2000  Series  engines  and  Hamilton 
Standard  23E50/6507-0  propellers. 
Compliance  required  within  the  next  200 
hours’  time  in  service  after  the  effective  date 
of  this  AD. 

Recent  resurveys  of  23E50/6507-0  propeller 
blade  vibration  stresses  have  shown  that 
vibration  stresses  in  excess  of  allowable 
limits  for  continuous  safe  operation  occur 
over  a  wider  range  of  engine  operating  speeds 
than  was  determined  by  previous  surveys. 
To  prevent  possible  blade  failures  due  to 
exceeding  allowable  stress  limits  within  the 
speed  range,  the  following  is  required; 

(a)  Remove  the  existing  placard  covering 
the  1600  to  1700  RP.M.  range  and  install  a 
new  placard  in  full  view  of  the  pilot  to  read: 

“During  flight,  avoid  operation  between 
1,550  and  1,750  r.p.m.  During  ground  run¬ 
ning,  avoid  operation  between  1 ,550  and  1 ,800 
r.p.m.  when  the  blades  are  off  the  low  pitch 
stops.” 

(b)  Mark  the  tachometers  with  a  red  radial 
band  over  the  1,550  to  1,750  r.p.m.  range. 

(c)  Revise  the  operating  limitations  sec¬ 
tion  of  the  FAA  approved  Airplane  Flight 
Manual  to  incorporate  the  limitations  in  (a) 
and  (b) . 

Note:  The  other  restricted  operating  speed 
range  between  2,310  and  2,510  r.p.m.  re¬ 
quired  by  AD  56-20-5  still  remains  in  effect. 
For  the  purpose  of  this  directive,  a  single 
placard  reading:  “During  flight,  avoid  opera¬ 
tion  between  1,550  and  1,750  r.p.m.  and  be¬ 
tween  2,310  and  2,510  r.p.m.”,  in  the  first 
sentence,  may  be  installed  if  desired.  Simi¬ 
lar  wording  may  be  used  for  the  FAA  ap¬ 
proved  Airplane  Flight  Manual. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Octo¬ 
ber  11,  1962. 

G.  S.  Moore, 
Acting  Director, 
Flight  Standards  Service. 

[F.R.  Doc.  62-10320;  Filed,  Oct.  16,  1962; 
8:46  a.m.] 
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[  14  CFR  Part  514  ] 

|  Reg.  Docket  No.  1428;  Draft  Release 
No.  62-43] 

airborne  ils  localizer  receiv¬ 
ing  EQUIPMENT  FOR  AIR  CARRIER 

AIRCRAFT 

Proposed  Technical  Standard  Order 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (14  CFR  Part 
405)  notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Agency  has  under  consid¬ 
eration  a  proposal  to  revise  §  514.61  of 
Part  514  of  the  regulations  of  the  Admin¬ 
istrator  (14  CFR  Part  514)  by  adding  a 
new  technical  standard  order.  This 
Technical  Standard  Order  establishes 
minimum  performance  standards  for 
airborne  ILS  localizer  receiving  equip¬ 
ment  to  be  used  on  civil  aircraft  of  the 
United  States  engaged  in  air  carrier 
operations. 

The  amendment  is  proposed  to  incor¬ 
porate  new  environmental  test  proce¬ 
dures  which  were  developed  to  be  more 
compatible  with  existing  and  anticipated 
aircraft  environmental  conditions. 
These  are  in  a  new  FAA  standard  replac¬ 
ing  RTCA  Paper  89-54/DO-59  refer¬ 
enced  in  TSO-C36a  (§514.61).  A 
change  to  the  emission  of  spurious  radio 
frequency  energy  requirement  is  the  only 
change  to  the  minimum  performance 
standards.  Otherwise  the  FAA  standard 
is  similar  to  RTCA  Paper  89-54/DO-59. 

Interested  persons  may  participate  in 
the  making  of  the  proposed  rule  by  sub¬ 
mitting  such  written  data,  views  or  argu¬ 
ments  as  they  may  desire.  Communica¬ 
tions  should  be  submitted  in  duplicate  to 
the  Docket  Section  of  the  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Agency,  Room  A-103, 1711  New  York 
Avenue  NW.,  Washington  25,  D.C.  All 
communications  received  on  or  before 
December  3,  1962,  will  be  considered  by 
the  Administrator  before  taking  action 
on  the  proposed  rule.  The  proposals  con¬ 
tained  in  this  notice  may  be  changed  in 
light  of  the  comments  received.  All 
comments  submitted  will  be  available  in 
the  Docket  Section  for  examination  by 
interested  persons  at  any  time. 

This  amendment  is  proposed  under  the 
authority  of  sections  313(a)  and  601  of 
the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (72  Stat. 
752,  775;  49  U.S.C.  1354(a),  1421). 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing  it  is 
proposed  to  amend  Part  514  as  follows: 

By  revising  §  514.61  to  read  as  follows: 

§  514.61  Airborne  ILS  localizer  receiv¬ 
ing  equipment  (for  air  carrier  air¬ 
craft  )  -TSO-C3  6b. 

(a)  Applicability — (1)  Minimum  per¬ 
formance  standards.  Minimum  per¬ 
formance  standards  are  hereby  estab¬ 
lished  for  airborne  ELS  localized  receiv¬ 
ing  equipment  which  is  to  be  used  on 
civil  aircraft  of  the  United  States  en¬ 
gaged  in  air  carrier  operations.  New 
models  of  airborne  ILS  localizer  receiving 
equipment  manufactured  for  use  on  civil 
air  carrier  aircraft  on  or  after  the  effec¬ 
tive  date  of  this  section  shall  meet  the 
minimum  performance  standards  con¬ 
tained  in  Federal  Aviation  Agency 
Standard  entitled  “Minimum  Perform- 
No.  202 - 4 


ance  Standards  for  Airborne  ILS  Local¬ 
izer  Receiving  Equipment”,1  dated  June 
15,  1962,  and  Radio  Technical  Commis¬ 
sion  for  Aeronautics  Paper  120-61/DO- 
108  5  entitled  “Environmental  Test  Pro¬ 
cedures  Airborne  Electronic  Equipment”, 
dated  July  13,  1961,  with  the  exceptions 
to  these  standards  listed  in  subparagraph 
(2)  of  this  paragraph. 

(2)  Exception.  Radio  Technical 
Commission  for  Aeronautics  Paper  120- 
61/DO-108  outlines  various  test  proce¬ 
dures  which  define  the  environmental 
extremes  over  which  the  equipment  shall 
be  designed  to  operate.  Some  test  pro¬ 
cedures  have  categories  established  and 
some  do  not.  Where  categories  are  es¬ 
tablished,  only  equipment  which  quali¬ 
fies  under  the  following  categories,  as 
specified  in  RTCA  Paper  120-61/DO-108, 
is  eligible  under  this  order: 

(i)  Temperature-Altitude  Test — Cate¬ 
gories  A,  B,  C,  or  D. 

(ii)  Humidity  Test — Categories  A  or 

B. 

(iii)  Vibration  Test — Categories  A,  B, 

C,  D,  E,  or  F. 

(iv)  Audio-Frequency  Magnetic  Field 
Susceptibility  Test — Categories  A  or  B. 

(v)  Radio-Frequency  Susceptibility 
Test — Category  A. 

(vi)  Emission  of  Spurious  Radio - 
Frequency  Energy  Test — Category  A. 

(b)  Marking.  (1)  In  addition  to  the 
markings  specified  in  §  514.3(d),  the 
equipment  shall  be  marked  to  indicate 
the  environmental  extremes  over  which 
it  has  been  designed  to  operate.  There 
are  seven  environmental  test  procedures 
outlined  in  RTCA  Paper  120-61/DO- 
108  which  have  categories  established. 
These  should  be  identified  on  the  name¬ 
plate  by  the  words  “environmental  cate¬ 
gories”,  or,  as  abbreviated,  “Env.  Cat.” 
followed  by  seven  letters  which  identify 
the  categories  designated  in  RTCA  Paper 
120-61/DO-108:  Reading  from  left  to 
right,  the  category  designations  shall  ap¬ 
pear  on  the  nameplate  in  the  following 
order  so  that  they  may  be  readily 
identified: 

(1)  Temperature-Altitude  Test  Cate¬ 
gory. 

(ii)  Humidity  Test  Category. 

(iii)  Vibration  Test  Category. 

(iv)  Audio-Frequency  Magnetic  Field 
Susceptibility  Test  Category. 

(v)  Radio-Frequency  Susceptibility 
Test  Category. 

(vi)  Emission  of  Spurious  Radio-Fre¬ 
quency  Energy  Test  Category. 

(vii)  Explosion  Test. 

(2)  Equipment  which  meets  the  ex¬ 
plosion  test  requirement  shall  be  identi¬ 
fied  by  the  letter  “E”.  Equipment  which 
does  not  meet  the  explosion  test  require¬ 
ment  shall  be  identified  by  the  letter 
“X”.  A  typical  nameplate  identification 
would  be  as  follows:  Env.  Cat. 
DABAAAX. 


1  Copies  may  be  obtained  upon  request  ad¬ 
dressed  to  Publishing  and  Graphics  Branch, 
Inquiry  Section,  MS-158,  Federal  Aviation 
Agency,  Washington  25,  D.C. 

1  Copies  of  this  paper  may  be  obtained 
from  the  RTCA  Secretariat,  Room  1072,  T-6 
Building,  16th  and  Constitution  Avenue  NW., 
Washington  25,  D.C.,  at  a  cost  of  75  cents 
per  copy. 


(3)  In  some  cases  such  as  under  the 
Temperature- Altitude  Test  Category,  a 
manufacturer  may  wish  to  substantiate 
his  equipment  under  two  categories.  In 
this  case,  the  nameplate  shall  be  marked 
with  both  categories  in  the  space  des¬ 
ignated  for  that  category  by  placing  one 
letter  above  the  other  in  the  following 

manner:  Env.  Cat.  ^  ABA  A  AX. 

-  <  4  >  Each  major  component  of  equip¬ 
ment  (antenna,  power  supply,  etc.)  shall 
be  identified  with  at  least  the  manufac¬ 
turers’  name,  TSO  number,  and  the  en¬ 
vironmental  categories  over  which  the 
equipment  component  is  designed  to 
operate. 

(c)  Data  requirements.  Six  copies 
each  of  the  following,  except  where 
noted,  shall  be  furnished  to  the  Chief, 
Engineering  and  Manufacturing  Branch, 
Flight  Standards  Division,  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Agency,  in  the  region  in  which  the 
manufacturer  is  located : 

(1)  Manufacturer’s  operating  instruc¬ 
tions  and  equipment  limitations. 

(2)  Installation  procedures  with  ap¬ 
plicable  schematic  drawings,  wiring 
diagrams,  and  specifications.  Indicate 
any  limitations,  restrictions,  or  other 
conditions  pertinent  to  installation. 

(3)  One  copy  of  the  manufacturer’s 
test  report. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Octo¬ 
ber  10,  1962. 

George  C.  Prill, 

Director. 

Flight  Standards  Service. 

|F.R.  Doc.  62-10321:  Filed,  Oct.  16,  1962; 

8:46  8  jn.] 


FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[  47  CFR  Part  3  1 

(Docket  No.  14809  (RM-361);  FCC  62-10771 

TELEVISION  BROADCAST  STATIONS; 

MOSCOW,  IDAHO 

Proposed  Table  of  Assignments 

1.  Notice  is  hereby  given  in  the  above- 
entitled  matter. 

2.  The  Commission  has  before  it  for 
consideration  a  request  for  rule  making 
filed  September  4,  1962,  by  the  Financial 
Vice  President  of  the  University  of  Idaho, 
in  behalf  of  the  University’s  Regents, 
requesting  the  reservation  of  Channel  12 
for  noncommercial  educational  use  in 
Moscow. 

3.  Moscow,  Idaho,  with  a  population  of 
11,183,  located  in  Latah  County  whose 
population,  according  to  the  1960  U.S. 
Census,  is  21,170,  presently  has  assigned 
to  it  Channels  12  and  *15.  There  are 
neither  applications  or  licenses  out¬ 
standing  for  these  channels. 

4.  Latah  County  receives  Grade  “B” 
signals  from  Channels  2  and  6  in  Spo¬ 
kane,  Washington,  and  Channel  3  in 
Lewiston,  Idaho.  A  signal  is  also  re¬ 
ceived  from  Channel  4  in  Spokane,  Wash. 
It  would  be  to  petitioner’s  advantage  to 
broadcast  on  Channel  12,  rather  than 
Channel  *15,  not  only  because  of  its 
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lower  frequency,  but  also  because  there 
are  no  UHF  receivers  in  the  area. 

5.  The  petitioner  states  that  it  has  had 
television  for  teaching  purposes  under 
consideration  for  six  years.  A  new  per¬ 
manent  television  studio  wTas  built  and 
equipped  for  the  making  of  sound  motion 
pictures,  and  kinescope  recordings,  look¬ 
ing  forward  to  the  purchase  of  television 
equipment.  In  1960,  $40,000  was  pro¬ 
vided  by  the  authorities  of  the  University 
of  Idaho  for  the  purchase  of  television 
equipment.  This  equipment  is  now  being 
used  for  the  teaching  of  mathematics  to 
students  at  the  University.  The  facili¬ 
ties  have  also  been  made  available  to  the 
Moscow  Public  School  District. 

6.  Petitioner  asserts  that  a  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Communications  was  established 
at  the  University  between  1956  and  1960 
and  that  the  training  of  the  professional 
faculty  and  students  of  the  Department 
has  progressed  rapidly  enough  to  carry 
out  the  activities  set  out  above  and  to 
operate  reserved  Channel  12  as  part  of 
a  state-wide  educational  network.  There 
is  currently  no  educational  TV  service  in 
this  area. 

7.  In  view  of  the  fact  that  Moscow 
would  be  left  without  the  potential  of 
local  commercial  service  if  petitioner's 
request  is  granted  without  other  action, 
the  Commission,  on  its  own  motion,  pro¬ 
poses  to  consider  the  retention  of  the 
present  Channel  15  for  commercial  pur¬ 
poses  in  Moscow,  simultaneously  with 
petitioner’s  request  for  the  reservation  of 
Channel  12. 

8.  In  view  of  the  above,  it  is  proposed 
to  amend  §  3.606  of  the  rules  to  read  as 
follows  in  respect  to  the  community 
named : 

City  Channel  No. 

Moscow,  Idaho _  *12,  15 

9.  Authority  for  the  adoption  of  the 
amendment  proposed  herein  is  contained 
in  sections  4(i)  and  (j),  303,  and  307(b) 
of  the  Communications  Act  of  1934,  as 
amended. 

10.  Pursuant  to  applicable  procedures 
set  out  in  §  1.213  of  the  Commission 
rules,  interested  persons  may  file  com¬ 
ments  on  or  before  November  19,  1962, 
and  reply  comments  on  or  before  Decem¬ 
ber  3,  1962.  All  relevant  and  timely 
comments  and  reply  comments  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  before 
final  action  is  taken  in  this  proceeding. 
In  reaching  its  decision  in  this  proceed¬ 
ing,  the  Commission  may  also  take  into 
account  other  relevant  information  be¬ 
fore  it,  in  addition  to  the  specific  com¬ 
ments  invited  by  this  notice. 

11.  In  accordance  with  the  provisions 
of  §  1.54  of  the  rules,  an  original  and  14 
copies  of  all  written  comments  and  state¬ 
ments  shall  be  furnished  to  the  Com¬ 
mission. 

Adopted:  October  10,  1962. 

Released:  October  12,  1962. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[FJt.  Doc.  62-10352;  Filed,  Oct.  16,  1962; 

8:51  a.m.] 
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TELEVISION  BROADCAST  STATIONS; 
BLOOM  IN  GTON-INDIANAPOLIS, 

INDIANA 

Proposed  Table  of  Assignments 

1.  The  Commission  has  before  it  for 
consideration  the  notice  of  proposed  rule 
making  issued  in  this  proceeding  on  De¬ 
cember  11,  1961,  and  the  comments  and 
reply  comments  filed  in  response  thereto. 
As  described  in  the  notice,  this.proceed- 
ing  has  two  aspects:  (1)  The  question 
of  shifting  Channel  4  from  Bloomington, 
Indiana,  to  Indianapolis,  as  requested  by 
Sarkes  Tarzian,  Inc.  (Tarzian) ,  licensee 
of  Station  WTTV,  Bloomington  Channel 
4;  and  (2)  the  question  of  whether  more 
than  three  commercial  VHF  services  are 
needed  in  the  Bloomington-Indianapolis 
area,  or  whether  the  public  interest 
would  be  better  served  by  reserving  one 
of  the  four  VHF  channels  involved  for 
educational  use. 

2.  Present  channel  assignments  in  In¬ 
dianapolis  and  Bloomington  are  as 
follows: 

Indianapolis _  6,  8  —  ,  13  —  ,  *20  —  ,  39,  67  — 

Bloomington _ _ 4,  *30  —  ,  36 

Indianapolis  stations  WFBM-TV,  WISH- 
TV,  and  WLWI  operate  on  Channels  6,  8, 
and  13,  respectively.  There  are  no  au¬ 
thorized  stations  on  the  UHF  channels 
mentioned;  the  only  pending  application 
therefor  is  that  of  Indiana  University 
(BPET-102)  for  an  educational  station 
at  Bloomington  on  Channel  30. 

3.  It  should  be  noted  that  in  the  past 
we  have  ruled  on  questions  related  to 
both  aspects  of  the  present  matter,  in 
denying  petitions  for  rule  making  be¬ 
cause  the  showings  made  by  petitioners 
did  not  satisfy  us  that  the  proceedings 
would  be  warranted.  In  February  1959 
we  denied  a  petition  by  Tarzian  to  shift 
Channel  4  to  Indianapolis,  the  proposal 
at  that  time  not  contemplating  any  move 
in  transmitter  site.  (See  FCC  59-136; 
18  Pike  &  Fischer  R.R.  1539.)  IivJune 
1959  we  denied  a  petition  seeking  reserva¬ 
tion  of  a  VHF  channel  for  educational 
use  at  Indianapolis.  (FCC  59-533;  18 
Pike  &  Fischer  R.R.  1673.) 

4.  Comments  and  reply  comments  sup¬ 
porting  the  shift  of  Channel  4  were  filed 
herein  by  Tarzian  and  by  American 
Broadcasting  Company  (ABC) .  Com¬ 
ments  in  opposition  were  filed  by  the 
licensees  of  two  of  the  Indianapolis  sta¬ 
tions  (WFBM-TV  and  WISH-TV),  by 
the  present  and  former  permittees  of  the 
Channel  13  station,  and  by  the  licensees 
of  Channel  4  stations  WWJ-TV,  Detroit, 
and  WLWC,  Columbus,  Ohio.1  The  As- 


1  Time-Life  Broadcast,  Inc.,  and  Indiana 
Broadcasting  Corporation,  licensees  of 
WFBM-TV  and  WISH-TV,  respectively; 
WIBC,  Inc.,  former  permittee  on  Channel 
13,  under  our  Decision  of  October  27,  1961 
(FCC  61-1291);  The  Evening  News  Associa¬ 
tion,  licensee  of  WWJ-TV;  and  Crosley 
Broadcasting  Corporation,  both  as  the  pres¬ 
ent  operator  of  WLWI  on  Channel  13  and 
present  permittee  of  that  station  (under  our 
action  of  September  13,  1962) ,  and  as  licensee 
of  WLWC. 


sociation  of  Maximum  Service  Tele¬ 
casters  (AMST)  filed  reply  comments, 
neither  supporting  nor  opposing  the  pro¬ 
posal  as  such.  Letters  supporting  the 
Tarzian  proposal  were  submitted  with 
that  party’s  comments,  from  Indiana 
University  at  Bloomington,  and  the 
Mayor  and  Chamber  of  Commerce  of 
that  city.  No  other  educational  groups 
filed  comments  or  replies,  even  though 
one  such  party  petitioned  for  and  was 
granted  an  extension  of  time  to  do  so. 
The  very  scanty  material  relating  to  ed¬ 
ucation,  consisting  of  two  letters,  is  dis¬ 
cussed  below  in  connection  with  that 
aspect  of  the  proceeding.  The  argu¬ 
ments  and  data  advanced  by  the  parties 
are  mentioned  below  insofar  as  they  are 
of  substance,  in  connection  with  the 
various  subjects  covered.  In  reaching 
our  decision  herein  we  have  carefully 
considered  all  of  the  material  of  record. 

5.  The  three  Indianapolis  stations 
operate  from  transmitter  sites  within 
that  city,  putting  over  the  entire  city 
a  signal  stronger  than  that  required  by 
our  Rules  for  the  city  of  assignment. 
They  put  a  Grade  B  signal,  but  no  more, 
over  Bloomington,  which  is  about  45 
miles  south-southwest  of  Indianapolis. 
WTTV’s  transmitter  site,  near  Trafalgar, 
is  located  about  25  miles  south  of  In¬ 
dianapolis  and  the  same  distance  north¬ 
east  of  Bloomington;  WTTV  puts  a 
signal  of  more  than  the  minimum  re¬ 
quired  for  the  city  of  assignment  over 
Bloomington  and,  on  the  basis  of  con¬ 
tours  computed  in  accordance  with  our 
rules,  over  part  of  Indianapolis,  with  a 
Grade  A  signal  over  the  rest  of  that 
city.*  If  Channel  4  is  moved  to  Indiana¬ 
polis,  WTTV  proposes  to  operate  from  a 
transmitter  site  (the  “Hill  Farm”  site) 
northwest  of  that  city  and  about  10  miles 
from  the  center  thereof;  so  operating  it 
would  provide  all  of  Indianapolis  writh 
a  signal  of  more  than  the  minimum  in¬ 
tensity  required  for  the  city  of  assign¬ 
ment,  but  would  put  only  a  Grade  B 
signal  over  Bloomington.’  That  city  has 
no  other  signal  of  more  than  Grade  B 
intensity. 

6.  According  to  1960  U.S.  Census  fig¬ 
ures,  the  cities  of  Indianapolis  and 


*  Its  74  dbu  contour  falls  about  7.5  miles 
short  of  the  furthest  extremity  of  the  city. 
In  the  earlier  petition  for  rule  making,  men¬ 
tioned  above,  Tarzian  claimed  that  on  the 
basis  of  measured  contours  WTTV’s  present 
operation  provides  a  principal-city  signal  to 
most  of  Indianapolis.  We  did  not  pass  upon 
the  merits  of  this  contention  in  denying  the 
petition.  No  new  engineering  information 
upon  this  point  has  been  submitted  in  the 
present  proceeding. 

3  In  its  petition  for  rule  making  which  led 
to  the  present  proceeding,  Tarzian  proposed 
a  different  site,  involving  a  substandard 
co-channel  separation.  The  Hill  Farm  site, 
and  efforts  to  get  air-space  clearance  for 
it,  were  mentioned  in  Tarzian’s  comments 
and  reply  comments.  On  April  11,  1962, 
Tarzian  filed  a  "Supplemental  Statement,” 
and  request  for  acceptance  thereof,  show¬ 
ing  that  air-space  clearance  for  Hill  Farm 
site  had  been  obtained.  No  opposition  to 
acceptance  of  this  statement  was  filed,  and, 
good  cause  existing  for  receipt  thereof,  it 
is  accepted  and  considered  herein. 
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Bloomington  have  populations  of  476,258 
and  31,357  respectively,  and  the  counties 
in  which  they  are  located,  respectively 
Marion  and  Monroe,  have  populations 
of  697,567  and  59,225.  The  Indianapolis 
standard  metropolitan  statistical  area 
(Marion  County)  ranks  population-wise 
as  the  country’s  33rd.  Bloomington  is 
not  part  of  any  urbanized  or  standard 
metropolitan  area.  In  February  1959 
WTTV  received  permission  for  dual-city 
identification  as  a  Bloomington-Indian- 
apolis  station,  and  it  is  so  listed  in  the 
trade  press.4 

Discusion.  7.  The  chief  reasons  ad¬ 
vanced  by  Tarzian  in  support  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  shift  are  economic — that  WTTV 
has  lost  substantial  sums  in  recent  years 
since  three  Indianapolis  stations  have 
been  in  operation,  and  that  in  order  to 
survive,  it  must  improve  its  situation  so 
as  to  compete  effectively  with  them,  by 
moving  north  so  as  to  put  a  signal  com¬ 
parable  to  theirs  into  that  populous  city.6 
Also,  it  is  urged,  competitive  equality 
will  be  furthered  by  permitting  WTTV 
to  identify  itself  exclusively  with  Indian¬ 
apolis,  and  to  increase  its  potential 
audience  up  to  a  size  comparable  to  its 
competitors’ — especially  in  the  area 
north  of  Indianapolis,  alleged  to  be  both 
wealthier  and  freer  from  outside  tele¬ 
vision  than  the  area  to  the  south  where 
WTTV  now  has  its  coverage  advantage. 

8.  Tarzian’s  opponents  make  the  ob¬ 
vious  point  that  the  proposed  move 
would  deprive  Bloomington  of  its  only 
local  television  outlet  and  only  VHF  as¬ 
signment,  thus  contravening  the  always 
important  consideration  of  providing 
where  possible  local  outlets  for  all  com¬ 
munities  of  substantial  size.®  It  is  also 
pointed  out  that  Bloomington  -would  lose 
its  only  signal  of  Grade  A  or  stronger 
intensity  with  operation  as  proposed  by 
Tarzian,  and  it  is  asserted  that  substan¬ 
tial  populations  to  the  west  and  south¬ 
west  of  Bloomington  would  be  deprived 
of  a  needed  Grade  B  signal  by  the  pro- 


*  E.g.,  Television  Factbook,  1961  spring- 
summer  edition,  p.  272. 

'Tarzian  asserts  that  “it  is  economically 
impossible  for  [WTTV]  ...  to  continue  to 
operate,  on  a  permanent  basis,  under  its 
present  allocation”;  and  that  unless  the 
competitive  situation  in  Indianapolis  is 
equalized  by  shift  in  Channel  4,  “the  valu¬ 
able  service  now  rendered  by  WTTV  .  .  . 
will  be  forever  lost  to  the  viewing  public  in 
that  area.” 

G  As  mentioned  above,  there  is  a  UHF 
channel  assigned  to  Bloomington  and  avail¬ 
able  for  commercial  use.  The  UHF  service 
has  recently  shown  substantial  development, 
and  it  may  be  expected  to  develop  to  an 
even  greater  extent  now  that  all-channel 
legislation  has  been  enacted;  but  neverthe¬ 
less,  as  a  practical  matter,  there  appears  no 
substantial  likelihood  that  in  the  immediate 
future  this  UHF  channel  will  be  used  to 
provide  Bloomington  with  another  television 
station. 


posed  move  northward.  It  is  also  urged 
that  there  is  not  here  the  pressing  need 
for  a  third  outlet  in  a  major  market  to 
provide  three  competitive  services  (a 
highly  important  consideration  in  past 
“move”  cases  as  well  as  in  our  recent 
actions  contemplating  “drop-ins”  of 
VHF  channels) ,  and  that  in  fact  Indian¬ 
apolis  does  not  need  a  fourth  station.7 

9.  As  to  the  economics  of  the  situation, 
the  opponents  of  the  move  argue  that: 
(1)  WTTV  could  survive  if  operated  as 
a  local  Bloomington  station,  or  (with 
transmitter  move  west  toward  Terre 
Haute)  as  a  Bloomington-Terre  Haute 
station,  and  that  its  economic  problems 
stem  from  its  efforts  to  compete  as  a 
fourth,  non-network  station  in  the  In¬ 
dianapolis  market;  and  (2)  the  move  to 
Indianapolis  would  not  materially  help 
WTTV’s  position,  its  inferior  position 
audience -wise  arising  not  from  signal 
inferiority  but  from  its  less  popular  non¬ 
network  programming,  a  position  much 
the  same  as  “fourth”  stations  so  situated 
in  four-station  markets  such  as  Dallas- 
Ft.  Worth  and  Minneapolis-St.  Paul. 

10.  As  noted,  there  is  absent  in  this 
case  the  pressing  need  for  providing  a 
fully  competitive  third  service  in  a 
major  market,  which  was  an  important 
factor  in  past  “move”  cases  where  we 
deleted  the  only  VHF  assignment  and 
the  only  existing  local  outlet  from  a 
smaller  community  in  order  to  permit 
the  station  to  become  the  third  outlet 
in  the  larger  city.  It  is  also  obviously 
true  that  a  decision  to  move  Channel  4 
from  Bloomington — with  the  disadvan¬ 
tages  mentioned — cannot  and  should  not 
be  made  on  the  basis  of  the  economic 
welfare  of  the  station  involved,  as  such. 
We  are  not  in  the  business  of  guaran¬ 
teeing  broadcast  licensees  a  profit,  or 
insuring  them  against  loss.  It  is  only 
where  the  public  interest  becomes  in¬ 
volved  that  such  action  may  be  ap¬ 
propriate.  Here,  possible  public-interest 
factors  come  into  play  only  if  it  appears 
that  survival  of  a  Channel  4  station  as¬ 
signed  to  Bloomington  (and  serving  that 
city  in  accordance  with  applicable  rules 
and  policies  relating  to  service  to  the 
city  of  assignment)  is  impossible,  or,  at 
least,  that  such  an  operation  must  neces¬ 
sarily  be  so  marginal  in  nature  as  not  to 
be  able  to  serve  the  public  interest  ade¬ 
quately  (e.g.,  w’ith  respect  to  hours  of 
operation  or  quality  of  programming) . 
Even  if  we  so  conclude,  before  the  move 
would  be  justified  we  would  have  to 
reach  two  further  conclusions:  (1)  That 
the  chances  of  survival  on  an  adequate 
basis  of  a  “fourth”  commercial  Indian¬ 
apolis  station  (be  it  Channel  4  or  what¬ 
ever  station  should  operate  nonnet- 


7  As  to  the  importance  of  providing  a  third 
competitive  service  as  reason  for  moving 
channels,  see,  for  example,  Chattanooga- 
Rome,  FCC  57  345,  15  Pike  &  Fisher  R.R. 
1628;  and  Green  Bay-Marinette,  FCC  60-195, 
19  R.R.  1564. 
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work)  would  be  substantially  better,  so 
as  to  be  substantially  more  likely  to  in¬ 
sure  the  continuation  of  four  commer¬ 
cial  services  in  the  Indianapolis-Bloom- 
ington  area;  and  (2)  that  if  a  fourth 
VHF  channel  is  to  be  assigned  to  Indian¬ 
apolis,  it  would  be  more  in  the  public 
interest  to  leave  it  available  for  com¬ 
mercial  use  than  to  reserve  it  for 
education. 

11.  In  support  of  its  contention  that 
continued  survival  as  a  Bloomington 
station  is  impossible,  Tarzian  submits 
data  as  to  WTTV’s  history,  its  profits  in 
the  mid- 1 950 ’s  and  losses  in  recent  years 
since  three  Indianapolis  stations  have 
been  operating,  and  the  makeup  of  its 
business.  WTTV,  which  has  always  been 
licensed  as  a  Bloomington  station,8  went 
on, the  air  in  1949,  and  until  mid- 1954 
(when  WISH-TV  and  WTHI-TV  began 
operation  at  Indianapolis  and  Terre 
Haute  respectively)  WTTV  and  WFBM- 
TV  were  the  only  two  stations  operating 
in  the  area,  WTTV  as  an  NBC  affiliate. 
In  March  1954  WTTV  moved  its  trans¬ 
mitter  from  Bloomington  to  a  site  near 
Cloverdale,  about  25  miles  northwest  of 
Bloomington,  40  miles  west-southwest  of 
Indianapolis,  and  35  miles  east-northeast 
of  Terre  Haute  (it  is  asserted  that  the 
reason  for  the  move  was  to  get  the  re¬ 
gional  coverage  sought  by  NBC) .  After 
WISH-TV  went  on  the  air  in  1954  as  a 
CBS  affiliate  and  WFBM-TV  became 
available  to  NBC  for  some  programs, 
WTTV’s  NBC  affiliation  was  dropped, 
and  in  September  1955  it  became  an  ABC 
affiliate,  losing  this  affiliation  when 
WLWI  wrent  on  the  air  in  October  1957. 
Since  then  it  has  been  independent.  In 
September  1957  WTTV’s  transmitter  site 
was  moved  again,  to  its  present  location 
near  Trafalgar;  it  is  stated  that  the 
reason  was  to  improve  its  situation  with 
respect  to  Indianapolis  and  avoid  dupli¬ 
cation  of  the  Terre  Haute  station, 
WTTV’s  net  sales,  total  expenses,  and 
profit  or  loss  for  the  fiscal  years  from 
1952-1953  to  1960-1961  are  set  forth  be¬ 
low,  along  with  data  as  to  network  affili¬ 
ation  of  WTTV,  transmitter  location,  and 
number  of  other  stations  operating 
(where,  in  the  latter  respects,  circum¬ 
stances  changed  during  a  fiscal  year, 
the  item  italicized  represents  the  situa¬ 
tion  during  the  bulk  of  the  fiscal  year) : 


8  Tarzian  points  out  that  at  the  time  of  its 
application  for  WTTV  (in  1947)  its  channel 
was  assigned  as  a  “riietropolitan  channel” 
to  the  Indianapolis  metropolitan  district. 
The  channel  was  assigned  to  Bloomington  in 
1948,  and  WTTV’s  new  channel  (Channel  4) 
was  assigned  to  Bloomington  in  the  Sixth 
Report.  Tarzian  states  that  it  has  always 
been  recognized  that  WTTV  would  serve  and 
has  served  the  Indianapolis  market.  This, 
however,  does  not  alter  the  fact  that  the 
channel  has  for  more  than  a  decade  been 
assigned  to  Bloomington  exclusively  with  the 
objective  of  providing  that  city  with  a  local 
television  assignment. 
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WTTV  transmitter  location 

1952-53 

Blooming¬ 

ton 

1953-54 

Bloomington- 

Cloverdale 

1954-55 

Cloverdale 

1955-56 

Cloverdale 

1956-57 

Cloverdale 

1957-58 

Cloverdale- 

Trafalgar 

1958-59 

Trafalgar 

1959-60 

Trafalgar 

1960-61 

Trafalgar 

WTTV  network  . 

NBO 

NBC 

NBC 

ABC 

ABC 

2 

AB  C-none 
2-5 

None 

3 

None 

3 

None 

3 

1 

$679,  485 

1, 020,  453 

Number  of  Indianapolis  stations _ 

1 

1-2 

2 

2 

0 

0 

1 

1 

1 

i 

$903,629 
1,  026, 366 

i 

$536, 783 
838,261 

WTTV  total  net  sales . . . . 

$849, 159 
458,529 

$1,462,229 
1, 135, 596 

$1,  539, 540 
1, 135,  407 

$1,663,939 
1, 399, 806 

$1,515,394 
1,  401,  507 

$729, 225 
1, 140, 196 

Total  WTTV  expenses . 

Profit  or  floss)  on  operations . 

390,630 

326,633 

404,133 

264, 133 

113,887 

(122, 737) 

(410,971) 

(301, 478) 

(340, 968) 

12.  Tarzian  describes  efforts  to  allevi¬ 
ate  its  economic  situation  after  1957, 
when  it  had  to  turn  to  independent  oper¬ 
ation — alternately  cutting  expenses  to 
cut  losses  (fiscal  1958  and  fiscal  1960)  or 
increasing  expenses  (fiscal  1959  and 
fiscal  1961)  in  the  hope  that  improved 
programming  would  mean  more  revenue ; 
but  under  neither  course  was  a  break¬ 
even  point  achieved.  It  is  stated  that 
losses  are  continuing  at  about  the  same 
rate  today.  WTTV’s  Class  AA  hourly 
rate  (national)  is  $500,  less  than  half  of 
the  $1,300  or  $1,400  charged  by  its  com¬ 
petitors.  For  the  four  stations  in  the 
Indianapolis-Blooming  ton  area,  the 
Commmission’s  1961  TV  financial  data 
showed  a  combined  profit  (before  Fed¬ 
eral  income  taxes)  of  $2,910,399. 

13.  Tarzian  asserts  that  Bloomington 
itself  cannot  support  a  television  station, 
and  in  support  of  this  position  submits 
data  as  to  the  makeup  of  its  local  busi¬ 
ness.  For  fiscal  1953-54,  a  period  when 
only  WTTV  and  WFBM-TV  were  in  op¬ 
eration  in  the  Indianapolis-Blooming- 
ton-Terre  Haute  area,  “local”  (i.e.,  non¬ 
national  and  non-network)  business 
totalled  about  $533,000.  Of  this,  in  round 
figures,  business  from  Indianapolis  con¬ 
cerns  amounted  to  $149,000  from  Terre 
Haute  $99,000,  from  “regional”  business 
(business  from  firms  doing  business 
throughout  the  coverage  area  mostly 
originating  in  Indianapolis)  $190,000, 
from  Bloomington  $46,000,  and  from 
other  cities  $49,000.  During  the  period 
of  ABC  affiliation  “local”  business  rose  to 
a  high  of  about  $850,000  (gross  sales)  in 
fiscal  1957;  but  of  this  only  about  $10,500 
came  from  Bloomington,  compared  to 
about  $367,000  each  for  local  indianapolis 
and  regional  business,  and  $26,000  from 
Terre  Haute.  Since  'WTTV  has  been 
operating  independently  “local”  business 
has  dropped  to  a  figure  of  about  $350,000 
annually,  of  which  Bloomington  contrib¬ 
utes  very  little,  only  $2,750  in  fiscal  1961. 

Operation  as  an  Indianapolis  station. 

14.  Tarzian’s  argument  is  that,  since 
Bloomington  itself  cannot  support  a  tele¬ 
vision  station,  an  equal  competitive  posi¬ 
tion  in  Indianapolis  is  necessary  for  sur¬ 
vival.  It  is  asserted  that  WTTV’s  inferior 
competitive  position  in  this  major  city 
stems  from  the  fact  that  its  signal  in 
Indianapolis  is  not  equal  to  that  of  its 
competitors,  since  for  the  most  part  out¬ 
door  antennas  are  required  to  receive 
WTTV  satisfactorily,  and  viewers  in 
Indianapolis  simply  will  not  install  such 
antennas  when  they  can  receive  three 
network  stations  easily  without  them.  It 
is  asserted  that  when  WTTV  moved  to  its 
Cloverdale  site  in  1954  it  spent  more  than 
$100,000  in  subsidizing  outdoor  antennas, 
but  even  so,  and  with  a  network  affilia¬ 
tion  and  only  two  Indianapolis  competi¬ 
tors,  it  achieved  only  a  minor  degree  of 


success.  Tarzian  also  asserts  (on  the 
basis  of  engineering  data  which  appear 
accurate)  that  the  move  to  Hill  Farm 
would  increase  the  number  of  persons 
within  its  Grade  B  contour  from  about 
1,888,000  to  about  2,047,000,  an  increase 
of  about  160,000,  which  would  make  it 
more  comparable  to  its  three  competi¬ 
tors  (who  have  within  their  Grade  B 
contours  populations  of  1,902,000,  1,955,- 
000,  and  2,130,000). 

15.  The  ARB  1960  coverage  study 
shows  the  following  data  as  to  the  four 
stations  involved,  with  respect  to  homes 
“able  to  receive,”  and  net  weekly  and  net 
daily  total  circulation.* 


Station 

TV  homes 
able  to 
receive 

Net  weekly 
circulation 

Net  daily 
circulation 

WTTV . 

478,200 

336,400 

134,500 

WFBM-TV . 

636,500 

606,900 

441,500 

WISH-TV . 

591,200 

554,700 

432, 600 

WLWI . 

585,200 

551,200 

389,000 

16.  In  Marion  County  (Indianapolis) 
itself,  the  same  ARB  study  shows 
Wttv’s  potential  (TV  homes  able  to  re¬ 
ceive)  as  153,100,  or  75  percent  of  the 
202,800  county  TV  homes,  compared  to 
about  191,000  or  192,000,  94  or  95  percent, 
for  the  three  Indianapolis  stations. 

17.  It  is  urged  by  Tarzian’s  opponents 
(particularly  WISH-TV)  that  WTTV’s 
economic  problems,  and  its  inferior  com¬ 
petitive  position  in  Indianapolis,  do  not 
result  from  any  signal  inferiority,  but 
from  inferior  programming  and  the  sta¬ 
tion’s  more  or  less  inevitably  inferior 
position  as  a  fourth,  nonnetwork  station 
in  a  four-station  market;  and  therefore 
its  situation  would  not  be  materially 
helped  by  moving  to  Indianapolis.  It  is 
asserted  that  WTTV,  which  is  located 
closer  to  Indianapolis  than  some  stations 
are  to  their  cities  of  assignment,  now  puts 
a  thoroughly  adequate  signal  into  the 
city  (as  described  in  paragraph  5  and 
note  2  above) ;  that,  while  WTTV’s  po¬ 
tential  “able  to  receive”  audience  is 
slightly  less  than  theirs,  more  significant 
is  its  failure  to  draw,  weekly  or  daily, 
anything  like  as  large  a  fraction  of  its 
potential  as  they  do  of  theirs;  that  in 
some  time-segments  WTTV  is  in  a  lead¬ 
ing  position  as  to  share  of  sets  in  use  in 
Marion  County,  showing  that  when  its 
programming  warrants  it  can  get  Indi¬ 
anapolis  audience;  that  the  fourth, 
independent  stations  in  four-station 
markets  (larger  than  Indianapolis)  have 
often  lost  money,  and  that  WTTV’s  aver- 


8  The  figures'given  here  differ  slightly  from 
those  set  forth  in  the  comments,  which  are 
lower  for  all  four  stations  because  the  com¬ 
ments  used  “station  subtotals’’  Instead  of 
“station  grand  totals."  The  difference  is 
immaterial. 


age  over-all  weekly  share  of  sets  in  use 
is  comparable  to  those  of  such  stations  in 
other  markets. 

18.  Market-survey  data  advanced  in 
support  of  these  propositions  tend  to  in¬ 
dicate  that  WTTV’s  inferior  position  in 
the  Indianapolis  market  stems,  in  large 
part,  from  its  position  as  a  non-network 
station,  with  less  popular  programming. 
For  example,  as  WISH-TV  points  out, 
the  ARB  figures  as  to  homes  “able  to 
receive”  the  four  stations  respectively 
show  WTTV  at  somewhat  of  a  disadvan¬ 
tage  compared  to  its  three  Indianapolis 
competitors;  but  even  larger  is  the  dif¬ 
ference  in  the  percentage  of  this  poten¬ 
tial  “able  to  receive”  audience  which  the 
various  stations  draw,  in  terms  of  daily 
and  weekly  circulation.  As  shown  by  the 
ARB  figures  set  forth  above  (paragraph 
15)  WTTV  draws  weekly  about  70  per¬ 
cent  of  its  potential  audience,  and  daily 
about  28  percent,  compared  to  weekly 
percentages  of  93  percent  and  higher 
and  daily  percentages  of  66  percent  and 
higher,  for  the  three  Indianapolis  sta¬ 
tions.  It  is  also  pointed  out  that  during 
certain  time-segments  WTTV  is  the 
leading  station,  or  at  least  among  the 
leaders,  in  Indianapolis  and  its  metro¬ 
politan  area  (Marion  County) ;  for 
example,  ARB  market  reports  for  No¬ 
vember  of  the  years  1956  and  following 
show  that,  for  the  3  PM  to  6  PM  seg¬ 
ment  Monday  to  Friday,  WTTV  led  its 
competitors  in  share  of  the  Marion 
County  audience  in  1960  and  1961,  and 
was  never  worse  than  second  except  in 
1957.  Other  ARB  data*  set  forth  by 
WISH-TV  indicates  that  WTTV’s  share 
of  the  Marion  County  audience  does  not 
differ  greatly  from  that  of  the  “fourth”, 
non-network  station  in  other  four- 
station  markets.  In  March  1961,  WTTV’s 
over-all  (9  AM  to  midnight,  share  of 
seven  days)  audience  was  15  percent, 
which  was  less  than  that  of  the  fourth 
station  in  the  San  Francisco-Oakland 
market  (18  percent),  but  higher  than 
that  of  the  independent  stations  in  St. 
Louis,  Washington,  Dallas-Ft.  Worth, 
and  Minneapolis-St.  Paul.  In  Novem¬ 
ber  1961  WTTV’s  percentage  of  11  per¬ 
cent  was  somewhat  lower  than  that  of 
the  independent  stations  in  four  of  these 
cities  (which  ranged  to  15  percent)  but 
higher  than  the  7  percent  drawn  by  the 
St.  Louis  independent.”  As  also  pointed 


11  Significant  in  this  connection,  along 
with  the  data  submitted  by  Tarzian’s  op¬ 
ponents,  are  the  ARB  1960  coverage  study 
data  pertaining  to  Monroe  County  (Bloom¬ 
ington),  where,  with  all  four  stations  able 
to  be  received  by  all  or  nearly  all  of  the 
county’s  13,600  TV  homes,  WTTV  had  net 
weekly  circulation  of  83  percent  and  net 
daily  circulation  of  41  percent,  compared  to 
weekly  circulation  of  96  percent  or  higher, 
and  daily  circulation  of  64  percent  or  higher, 
for  the  three  Indianapolis  stations.  This 
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out  (by  WIBC) ,  independent  stations  in 
four-station  markets  larger  than  In¬ 
dianapolis  (Dallas-Ft.  Worth  and  Min- 
neapolis-St.  Paul)  have  in  the  past  lost 
considerable  sums.  Therefore,  if  WTTV 
should  operate  as  an  independent,  its 
situation,  while  probably  better  in  some 
degree  because  of  better  reception,  would 
probably  not  be  equal  to  its  competitors 
nor  necessarily  a  profitable  or  break¬ 
even  one. 

19.  WJSH-TV  asserts  that  WTTV’s 
efforts  to  move  to  Indianapolis  at  this 
particular  time  may  be  motivated  chief¬ 
ly  by  a  desire  to  get  ABC  affiliation,  which 
might  be  available  as  a  result  of  the 
uncertainty  as  to  the  status  of  Channel 
13.  This  may  be  or  may  not  be  true; 
neither  Tarzian  nor  ABC  in  reply  com¬ 
ment  upon  this  matter.  But  in  any 
event,  this  is  irrelevant  to  our  considera¬ 
tion  of  the  present  rule  making  proposal, 
since,  if  Channel  4  is  moved  to  Indian¬ 
apolis  and  four  commercial  stations 
operate  in  that  city,  the  economic  facts 
of  life  may  be  expected  to  be  the  same 
for  whichever  station  operates  as  an 
independent.  In  other  words,  we  cannot 
perceive  that,  by  moving  Channel  4  to 
Indianapolis,  we  would  necessarily  be 
increasing  in  large  measure  by  the 
chances  of  success  of  all  four  commer¬ 
cial  stations. 

20.  Nor,  in  view  of  the  factors  just 
mentioned,  is  there  reason  to  believe  that 
WTTV’s  situation  would  be  improved 
materially  simply  by  an  increase  in  the 
population  within  its  Grade  B  contour 
of  the  magnitude  mentioned  in  para¬ 
graph  16,  above.11 

Operation  as  a  Bloomington  or 
“Bloomington-Terre  Haute"  station.  21. 
Tarzian’s  figures  as  to  revenue  derived 
from  Bloomington  itself,  and  its  asser¬ 
tion  as  to  the  impossibility  of  operating 
a  station  based  primarily  on  economic 
support  from  that  community,  have 
been  noted  above.  The  letters  from 
prominent  Bloomington  persons  support¬ 
ing  the  move  contain  statements  to  the 
effect  that  experience  has  demon¬ 
strated  this  impossibility.  On  the  other 
hand,  Tarzian’s  opponents  (particularly 
WIBC)  call  attention  to  the  fact  that 


clearly  shows  that  programming  is  an  im¬ 
portant  factor  in  drawing  audience.  These 
data  were  not  set  forth  by  the  parties;  but 
in  view  of  the  references  to  other  ARB  data 
and  the  fact  that  this  study  is  available  and 
used  in  the  industry,  it  is  appropriate  to 
note  them  here. 

”  Another  factor  which  might  work  against 
economic  success  for  WTTV  as  an  Indianap¬ 
olis  station  (at  least  as  an  independent)  is 
one  pointed  out  in  the  opposing  comments — 
that  if  it  operates  strictly  as  a  major-market 
station  some  of  its  costs,  e.g.,  film  and  staff 
salaries,  might  be  expected  to  rise.  Tarzian 
in  reply  does  not  comment  on  this  matter. 
In  the  absence  of  more  specific  information 
we  do  not  attach  controlling  weight  to  this 
factor,  except,  of  course,  that  if  WTTV 
should  operate  as  an  Indianapolis  station,  in 
order  to  fulfill  its  commitment  to  provide 
facilities  for  Bloomington  live  programming 
(mentioned  belpw)  WTTV  would  have  to 
incur  certain  additional  costs. 

13  The  other  eight  cities,  with  approximate 
1960  Census  populations,  are  as  follows: 
Bluefield,  W.  Va.,  19,256;  Salisbury,  Md„ 
16,302;  Ardmore,  Oklahoma,  20,184;  Kearney, 
Nebraska,  14,210;  Hastings,  Nebraska,  21,412; 
Great  Bend,  Kansas,  16,670;  North  Platte, 
Nebraska,  17,184;  and  Lufkin,  Texas,  17,641. 


nine  communities  in  the  United  States 
smaller  than  Bloomington  have  televi¬ 
sion  stations  of  their  own  (ranging  in 
size  down  to  Washington,  North  Caro¬ 
lina,  with  a  1960  Census  population  of 
9.939.13  Tarzian  in  reply  points  out 
that  all  of  these  are  network  stations, 
which  WTTV  is  not  (and  in  deciding  this 
matter  we  assume  that  it  would  not  be 
able  to  obtain  an  affiliation  if  continuing 
its  present  form  of  operation) .  Size  of 
city  of  license  is  of  course  only  one 
factor  in  the  economic  viability  of  a 
television  operation;  other  important 
considerations  are  population  served, 
other  sizeable  communities,  and  amount 
of  other  service  available.  In  the  latter 
respect  in  particular,  it  appears  that 
none  of  the  nine  communities  mentioned 
is  in  the  same  “overshadowed”  situation 
as  Bloomington,  receiving  from  a  major 
city  fairly  close  by  the  signals  of  three 
network-affiliated  stations.14  Neverthe¬ 
less,  the  fact  that  these  communities 
maintain  their  own  local  stations — as  do 
even  smaller  places  such  as  Glendive, 
Montana — casts  doubt  on  the  proposition 
that  survival  of  a  station  close  to  and 
primarily  supported  out  of  Bloomington 
is  impossible. 

22.  WIBC  in  its  comments  asserts  that 
Tarzian  made  a  mistake  in  trying  to  con¬ 
tinue  (and  indeed  increase)  its  prox¬ 
imity  to  and  identification  with  the 
Indianapolis  market  in  the  face  of  com¬ 
petition  from  three  network- affiliated 
stations  located  in  that  city,  and  that, 
instead,  it  should  have  created  a  sepa¬ 
rate  identity,  by  moving  closer  to  Terre 
Haute.  WIBC  goes  so  far  as  to  assert 
that  a  network  affiliation  would  be  avail¬ 
able  to  it  on  that  basis,  although  no 
details  supporting  this  assertion  are  sup¬ 
plied.  WIBC  assumes  a  location  for 
WTTV,  about  25  miles  west  of  Blooming¬ 
ton  and  some  30  miles  southeast  of  Terre 
Haute,  from  which  the  station  could 
put  a  Grade  A  signal  over  Terre  Haute 
and  a  principefl-city  signal  over  Bloom¬ 
ington,  and  where  it  would  serve  popu¬ 
lations  having  fewer  services  than  those 
within  its  present  Grade  B  coverage  area 
(furnishing  a  second  Grade  B  signal  to 
about  1,000  more  than  at  present,  and 
a  third  Grade  B  signal  to  nearly  200,000 
more)  .1B  However,  as  Tarzian  points' out 
in  reply,  the  total  population  within  its 
Grade  B  contour  would  be  considerably 
decreased  below  its  present  figure,  by  up¬ 
wards  of  200,000.  In  this  connection,  it 
must  be  noted  that  there  are  now  two 
VHF  channels  available  for  use  at  Terre 
Haute,  which  will  shortly  be  occupied. 
WTTV  operated  in  the  mid-1950’s  from 
a  site  not  far  from  the  suggested  loca¬ 
tion,  as  mentioned  above  (the  Cloverdale 
site) ;  this  operation  was  profitable,  but 
at  that  time  there  were  only  two  In¬ 
dianapolis  stations  operating  and  WTTV 
had  an  ABC  affiliation.  Tarzian  asserts 
that  with  the  overlap  from  other  net¬ 
work-affiliated  stations  in  the  service 
area  which  it  would  have  operating  at 


14  Of  the  nine  communities,  only  Bluefield 
is  within  the  Grade  B  contours  of  three  or 
more  outside  stations.  See  TV  Factbook, 
edition  of  spring -summer,  1961. 

15  WIBC’s  data  are  used  for  the  figures  for 
WTTV’s  present  opertaion;  Tarzian’s  reply 
data  are  used  for  the  populations  which 
would  receive  coverage  under  the  WIBC  as¬ 
sumed  operation. 


this  suggested  site,  the  chances  of  suc¬ 
cess  would  be  very  small  (overlap  from 
Indianapolis  stations,  particularly 
WFBM  (NBC) ,  whose  Grade  B  contour 
gets  into  Terre  Haute,  Champaign, 

( WCIA  (CBS) ) ,  and  Louisville) . 

23.  Viewing  the  total  picture,  we  are 
not  convinced  that  it  has  been  estab¬ 
lished  that  viable  operation  on  one  of  the 
bases  just  mentioned  is  impossible.  The 
amount  of  revenue  derived  from  Bloom¬ 
ington  in  the  past  has  been  small,  but 
there  is  no  indication  as  to  how  hard 
Tarzian  tried  to  sell  Bloomington  ad¬ 
vertising,  or  whether  the  business  con¬ 
cerns  in  that  community  v/ere  able  and 
willing  to  pay  the  higher  rates  which, 
presumably,  Tarzian  could  command 
from  Indianapolis  advertisers,  regional 
and  local.  There  is  no  specific  evidence, 
other  than  that  concerning  daily  pro¬ 
gramming  on  behalf  of  Indiana  Univer¬ 
sity  during  October  1961,  regarding  at¬ 
tempts  to  present  programs  of  particular 
interest  to  Bloomington.  On  this  record 
we  are  not  persuaded  that  independent 
operation,  based  primarily  on  Blooming¬ 
ton  support  and  geared  to  the  particular 
interests  of  that  town,  which  is  the  seat 
of  the  state’s  university,  would  not  be 
possible  on  a  permanent  basis.  It  must 
be  borne  in  mind  that  we  must  consider 
here  not  WTTV  as  such,  but  any  poten¬ 
tial  occupant  of  the  channel  at  Bloom¬ 
ington,  before  we  would  be  justified  in  re¬ 
moving  the  local  outlet  from  that  city. 
We  find  it  far  from  certain,  and  in  fact 
doubtful,  that  if  WTTV  should  go  off  the 
air  the  Bloomington  Channel  4  assign¬ 
ment  would  go  unused  for  long.  It  might 
be  that  such  an  operation  would  have 
to  be  conducted  on  a  smaller  scale  than 
WTTV’s  has  been;  we  note  in  this* con¬ 
nection  that  WTTV’s  expenses  in  1960- 
61  and  some  other  years  were  over 
$1,000,000. 

24.  The  prospect  of  serving  also  as  a 
“third”  Terre  Haute  station — by  pro¬ 
viding  a  Grade  A  signal  to  that  com¬ 
munity — also  appears  not  out  of  the 
question  even  assuming  that  no  network 
affiliation  would  be  available.  If  WTTV 
could  serve  a  potential  audience  ap¬ 
proaching  the  approximately  185,000  TV 
homes  now  able  to  receive  Station 
WTHI-TV  (according  to  the  ARB  1960 
study)1®  it  would  have  a  larger  potential 
audience  than  many  of  the  country’s 
television  stations.  The  availability  of 
a  network  affiliation  appears  not  beyond 
possibility,  even  though  doubtful."  In 
sum,  we  conclude  that  there  is  a  reason¬ 
able  possibility  that  a  Channel  4  sta¬ 
tion — if  not  Tarzian’s,  then  one  operated 
by  another — can  operate  y/ith  some  suc- 


16  See  TV  Factbook,  spring-summer  1961 
edition,  p.  279,  for  information  concerning 
circulation  of  WTHI-TV. 

17  Terre  Haute  receives  one  service  from 
WTHI-TV  and  will  shortly  receive  another 
service  from  a  Terre  Haute  station.  The  city 
is  bisected  by  the  Grade  B  contours  of 
WFBM-TV,  (Indianapolis.  NBC).  WCIA 
(Champaign,  CBS)  and  present  WTTV. 
These  are  the  only  Grade  B  signals  available 
in  the  city.  Terre  Haute’s  1960  Census  popu¬ 
lation  is  72,500;  that  of  its  standard  metro¬ 
politan  statistical  area  (Vigo  County)  is  108,- 
458,  the  country’s  183rd  in  size.  There  are 
some  smaller  three-station  markets.  Terre 
Haute  is  70  miles  from  Indianapolis. 
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cess  either  as  a  Bloomington  station  or 
as  a  “Bloomington-Terre  Haute”  sta¬ 
tion,  in  either  event  preserving  for 
Bloomington  the  advantages  of  a  local 
outlet  and  a  signal  of  principal-city 
grade.18 

The  Educational  Issue.  25.  As  men¬ 
tioned  in  the  Notice  herein,  following 
Tarzian’s  petition  for  rule  making  a 
letter  was  filed  by  a  Citizens’  Committee 
for  educational  television,  asking  con¬ 
sideration  of  whether  one  of  the  four 
Bloomington-Indianapolis  VHF  channels 
should  be  reserved  for  education.  This 
proceeding  includes  this  issue.  The 
commenting  parties  generally  either  op¬ 
posed  such  a  reservation  or  raised  ques¬ 
tions  about  it;  none  actually  favored  it. 
There  were  no  formal  comments  by  edu¬ 
cational  groups;  outside  of  Tarzian’s 
comments  the  only  filings  referring  to 
education  are  two  letters — one,  men¬ 
tioned  above,  concerning  a  Blooming¬ 
ton-Terre  Haute  operation,  the  other 
stating  that  if  Channel  4  is  assigned  to 
Indianapolis  a  group  of  businessmen  will 
apply  for  it  and  make  a  substantial 
amount  of  time  available,  at  low  cost,  to 
educational  institutions.  Tarzian  states 
that  if  WTTV  operates  as  an  Indianap¬ 
olis  station  it  will  continue  to  broadcast 
numerous  programs  on  behalf  of  the 
University;  the  University  is  apparently 
satisfied  with  Tarzian’s  assurance  and 
supports  its  petition. 

Conclusions.  26.  In  view  of  the  mat¬ 
ters  mentioned  above,  it  appears  that 
removal  of  Channel  4  from  Bloomington 
to  Indianapolis  is  not  shown  to  be  a 
matter  of  necessity  for  the  survival  of 
a  Channel  4  operation.  Therefore,  aside 
from  the  fact  noted  above  that  such  a 
move  might  likely  not  improve  the 
chances  of  survival  to  a  great  degree, 
we  conclude  that  we  would  not  be  justi¬ 
fied  in  making  the  shift,  in  view  of  the 
obvious  disadvantages  involved  of  re¬ 
moval  from  Bloomington  of  its  only  VHF 
assignment  and  its  only  local  outlet,  and. 
its  only  Grade  A  or  better  signal. 

27.  In  reaching  this  conclusion,  we 
have  not  overlooked  the  statements  in 
support  of  the  move,  from  responsible 
leaders  in  Bloomington,  expressing  their 
belief  in  Tarzian’s  assurance  that  as  an 
Indianapolis  station  WTTV  would  con¬ 
tinue  to  provide  for  the  needs  and  in¬ 
terests  of  Bloomington,  both  as  to  pro¬ 
gramming  and  advertising.  We  do  not 
doubt  the  good  faith  of  these  expressions, 
or  of  Tarzian’s  assurances  to  these  per¬ 
sons  as  well  as  to  this  Commission.  But 
the  fact  remains  that  only  by  remaining 
as  a  Bloomington-assigned  station  can 


ls  There  is  in  the  docket  in  this  proceeding 
a  letter,  dated  March  13,  1962  and  addressed 
to  the  Chairman  of  the  Commission,  in  which 
Mr.  Paul  Dean  Ford,  a  Terre  Haute  con¬ 
sulting  engineer,  opposes  the  move  to 
Indianapolis  and  states  that  if  the  channel 
is  left  in  Bloomington  he  will  form  a  cor¬ 
poration  to  apply  therefor,  with  the  station 
to  be  located  half  way  between  Blooming¬ 
ton  and  Terre  Haute,  and  will  give  Indiana 
State  College,  Terre  Haute,  opportunity  to 
apply  for  a  “dual-license”  operation  enabling 
that  institution  to  present  educational  pro¬ 
grams.  This  letter,  untimely  filed  and  with¬ 
out  specificity  on  such  matters  as  financing, 
ownership,  and  whether  the  college  would 
even  be  interested,  does  not  form  the  basis 
for  any  of  our  judgments  in  this  proceeding. 


a  Channel  4  operation  be  held  to  account 
with  respect  to  service  to  that  commu¬ 
nity.  As  we  pointed  out  in  our  earlier 
opinion  on  this  matter,  if  the  ownership 
of  WTTV  should  change  there  would  be 
no  assurance  in  these  connections. 
Moreover,  there  are  some  problems  con¬ 
nected  with  the  statements,  even  on  their 
face.  If  Tarzian  is  to  maintain  facili¬ 
ties  for  live  programming  in  both  In¬ 
dianapolis  and  (on  any  substantial  basis) 
Bloomington,  WTTV’s  costs  would  neces-  • 
sarily  be  more.  It  is  stated  that  Bloom¬ 
ington  merchants  will  be  afforded  op¬ 
portunity  to  advertise  on  the  station  at 
less  than  “regional”  rates.  It  is  not  clear 
what  this  means.  If  it  means  that  they 
must  pay  the  same  rates  as  Indianapolis 
local  advertisers,  these  might  well  be 
beyond  their  ability  to  pay,  since  their 
community  is  much  smaller.  If  it  means 
that  they  will  get  special  rates  lower 
than  Indianapolis  local  rates,  Tarzian’s 
economic  position  vis-a-vis  the  other 
Indianapolis  stations  would  still  be  un¬ 
equal,  if  this  privilege  to  the  Blooming¬ 
ton  merchants  is  extended  in  any  sub¬ 
stantial  degree.  In  sum,  we  find  that 
only  by  remaining  as  a  Bloomington  as¬ 
signment  can  Channel  4  be  expected  to 
serve  truly  as  an  outlet  meeting  particu¬ 
larly  the  needs  of  that  community  for 
local  self-expression. 

28.  We  have  also  taken  into  account 
the  fact  that  the  requested  move  would 
increase  the  population  within  its  Grade 
B  coverage  area  by  about  160,000  per¬ 
sons,  and  (as  indicated  in  a  showing 
made  by  WISH-TV)  would  increase  by 
about  27,000  the  persons  receiving  a 
second  Grade  B  signal  (in  an  area  lying 
to  the  north,  and  now  receiving  a  Grade 
B  signal  only  from  WFBM-TV).  These 
are  both  obviously  desiderata  in  any 
consideration  of  TV  assignments.  But, 
in  our  judgment,  they  do  not  outweigh 
the  importance  of  continuing  the  pro¬ 
vision  of  a  local  outlet  to  Bloomington.1® 

29.  As  to  the  educational  issue,  the 
record  herein  does  not  support  the  reser¬ 
vation  of  Channel  4,  or  another  In¬ 
dianapolis  VHF  channel,  for  education 
at  this  time.  However,  it  must  also  be 
observed  that  we  do  not  necessarily  rely 
on  expressions  of  immediate  interest  in 
making  such  reservations;  if  we  did,  we 
would  never  have  adopted  the  educa¬ 
tional  reservation  in  its  extensive  form 
in  1952.  These  are  needs  which  must 
be  given  a  chance  to  ripen  into  expres¬ 
sion.  All  we  conclude  here  is  that — as 
compared  to  the  value  of  Channel  4  as 
a  local  outlet  for  a  commercial  operation 
in  Bloomington  (especially  one  which 
has,  and  presumably  will  continue  to, 
serve  the  needs  of  the  state  university 
located  there) — we  would  not  be  justi- 


IB  The  proposed  move  would  of  course  in¬ 
volve  a  loss  of  service  (though  less  than  the 
gain,  and,  in  view  of  the  assignment  of 
Channel  2  to  Terre  Haute,  none  to  areas 
which  will  receive  fewer  than  two  other 
services).  As  mentioned  by  the  Court  of 
Appeals  in  Television  Corporation  of  Mich¬ 
igan  v.  FCC,  294  F.  2d  730,  21  Pike  &  Fischer 
R.R.  2107  (1961),  loss  of  service  is  of  itself 
something  to  be  evaluated  first,  and  any 
gains  then  weighed  against  it.  Here,  we  have 
the  loss  referred  to,  and  also  the  loss  of  the 
only  Grade  A  service  to  Bloomington  and 
the  only  local  outlet  to  that  community. 


fied  in  moving  the  channel  to  Indianap¬ 
olis  and  reserving  it  for  educational 
purposes.  We  feel,  however,  that  there 
is  in  a  city  and  market  this  size  a  need 
for  an  effective  educational  channel; 
and  if  it  were  a  matter  of  moving  Chan¬ 
nel  4  to  Indianapolis  (which  we  have 
decided  not  to  do)  it  might  very  well  be 
that  the  public  interest  would  require 
its  reservation. 

30.  In  view  of  the  foregoing:  It  is  or¬ 
dered,  That  the  proposals  to  move  Chan¬ 
nel  4  from  Bloomington  to  Indianapolis, 
Indiana,  or  to  reserve  Channel  4  or  one 
of  the  VHF  channels  assigned  to  In¬ 
dianapolis  for  educational  use,  are  de¬ 
nied;  and 

31.  It  is  further  ordered ,  That  this 
proceeding  is  terminated. 

Adopted:  October  10,  1962. 

Released:  October  12,  1962. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission,®0 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Acting  Secretary. 

|F.R.  Doc.  62-10351;  Filed,  Oct.  16,  1962; 
8:51  a.m.] 

INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

[  49  CFR  Ch.  1  ] 

[Ex  Parte  No.  230] 

SUBSTITUTED  SERVICE;  CHARGES  AND 
PRACTICES  OF  FOR-HIRE  CARRIERS 
AND  FREIGHT  FORWARDERS; 
PIGGYBACK  SERVICE 

Publication  of  Proposed  Rules  and 
Directing  Special  Procedure 

It  appearing  that  on  June  29,  1962, 
the  Commission  having  issued  a  notice 
of  proposed  rule  making  (27  F.R.  6434) 
in  the  instant  proceeding  concerning  the 
need  for  the  promulgation  of  rules  and 
regulations  governing  the  practices  of, 
and  .the  manner  and  methods  of  the 
performance  and  use  of  coordinated  and 
substituted  motor-rail  service,  and  all 
similar  and  related  types  of  service  now 
provided  by  or  participated  in,  or  to  be 
provided  by  or  participated  in,  or  used 
by  shippers  and  carriers  not  subject  to 
economic  regulation,  and  by  motor  com¬ 
mon  and  contract  carriers,  rail  carriers, 
water  carriers,  express  companies,  and 
freight  forwarders  subject  to  the  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Act  for  the  transporta¬ 
tion  or  shipment  of  property  in  inter¬ 
state  or  foreign  commerce : 

It  further  appearing  that  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  Commission’s  notice  dated 
June  29,  1962,  a  rehearing  conference 
was  held  on  October  9,  1962,  and  a  draft 
of  proposed  rules  (attached  as  Appendix 
A  below)  was  distributed  to  the  parties 
in  attendance; 

And  it  further  appearing  that  consid¬ 
eration  has  been  given  to  the  various 
views  expressed  at  the  prehearing  con¬ 
ference  with  regard  to  the  procedure  to 


2"  Commissioners  Minow,  Chairman;  and 
Lee  dissenting;  Commissioner  Henry  not 
participating. 
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be  followed  by  all  parties  and  that  this 
proceeding  is  of  such  a  nature  requiring 
special  procedure  and  good  cause  ap¬ 
pearing  therefor: 

It  is  ordered,  That:  (a)  The  proceed¬ 
ing  shall  be  handled,  to  the  extent  prac¬ 
ticable,  by  the  filing  of  verified  1  state¬ 
ments  and  replies.  In  order  to  conserve 
time  and  avoid  expense,  it  is  strongly 
urged  that  persons  finding  themselves 
with  common  interests  in  the  proceeding, 
to  the  greatest  extent  possible,  endeavor 
to  consolidate  their  presentation  of  veri¬ 
fied  statements  or  replies.  Individual 
participation  is  not  precluded;  mere 
casual  interest,  however,  will  not  justify 
participation,  and  will  make  the  prepara¬ 
tion  and  service  of  verified  statements 
burdensome  and  impracticable.  The 
Commission  desires  participation  only 
by  those  who  intend  to  take  an  active 
part  in  the  proceeding. 

Copies  of  the  representations  hereto¬ 
fore  submitted  in  response  to  the  invita¬ 
tion  contained  in  the  order  of  June  29, 
1962,  instituting  this  proceeding,  to¬ 
gether  with  copies  of  the  proposed  rules 
and  regulations  and  other  material 
served  on  those  participating  in  the  pre- 
hearing  conference,  and  a  copy  of  the 
opening  statement  of  Commissioner  Her¬ 
ring  made  at  such  conference,  will  be  on 
file  at  the  Field  Offices  listed  in  Ap¬ 
pendix  B  hereto  and  during  regular  office 
hours  will  be  open  to  examination  by 
any  party  or  other  interested  person. 
Copies  of  the  proposed  rules  and  reg¬ 
ulations  and  other  Commission  material 
served  on  those  participating  in  the  pre- 
hearing  conference  held  herein  also  may 
be  obtained,  upon  request,  from  the 
Secretary,  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington  25,  D.C. 

(b)  On  or  before  November  16,  1962, 
any  person,  other  than  those  who  par¬ 
ticipated  in  the  prehearing  conference, 
who  desires  to  participate  in  the  pro¬ 
ceeding  shall  notify  the  Secretary  of  the 
Commission  to  that  effect,  giving  his 
name,  address,  and  company,  if  any 
represented,  and  he  will  become  a  party 
to  the  proceeding.  After  that  date,  no 
additional  party  will  be  allowed  to  par¬ 
ticipate  except  by  special  permission  and 
for  good  cause  shown  or  except  as  per¬ 
mitted  under  special  procedural  rules 
as  may  be  issued  under  (g)  below.  * 

(c)  As  soon  as  practicable  after  ex¬ 
piration  of  the  time  specified  in  (b) 
above,  the  Commission  will  serve  a  list 
of  the  names  and  addresses  of  all  per¬ 
sons  parties  to  this  proceeding  and  upon 
whom  service  of  all  verified  statements, 
replies,  or  other  pleadings  permissible 
hereunder  must,  unless  waived,  be  made. 
An  original  (signed  in  ink)  and  25  copies 
of  each  verified  statement,  reply,  or 
pleading  shall  be  filed  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  and  a  copy  of  each  such  verified 
statement,  reply,  or  other  pleading  shall 
be  served  on  each  party  named  in  the 
list  prepared  pursuant  to  this  part  in 


1  In  lieu  of  verification  under  oath,  the 
statements  and  replies  may  be  made  subject 
to  the  following  declaration:  “I  solemnly 
declare  that  I  have  examined  the  foregoing 
statement  [or  reply]  and  that,  to  the  best 
of  my  knowledge  and  belief,  the  represen¬ 
tations  contained  therein  are  true.”  (Sig¬ 
nature.) 


accordance  with  Rule  1.22  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  general  rules  of  practice. 

(d)  On  or  before  November  16,  1962, 
each  party  to  this  proceeding  shall  file 
a  special  pleading  herein  (1)  setting 
forth  whether  it  agrees  in  whole  or  in 
part  with  the  proposed  Rules  and  Regu¬ 
lations  served  on  the  parties  partici¬ 
pating  in  the  prehearing  conference  held 
herein  and  concurrently  being  published 
herewith,  and  (2)  suggesting  changes 
and  modifications  of  such  rules  and  regu¬ 
lations  as  well  as  such  additional  rules 
as  may  be  deemed  appropriate.  Such  a 
pleading  shall  be  brief  and  shall  not  con¬ 
tain  argument  or  supporting  factual 
data.  Service  of  such  a  pleading  shall 
be  made  on  other  parties  following  re¬ 
ceipt  from  the  Commission  of  the  list  of 
parties  referred  to  in  (c)  above.  No 
replies  thereto  may  be  filed. 

(e)  On  or  before  December  l(f,  1962, 
all  parties  to  the  proceeding  shall  file 
verified  statements,  with  or  without  ex¬ 
hibits  attached,  with  the  Commission, 
and  serve  the  other  parties  as  described 
in  (c)  above.  Each  verified  statement 
shall  set  forth  the  position  of  the  party 
making  it  with  respect  to  the  use  of  co¬ 
ordinated  and  substituted  service,  and 
may  include  statements  of  both  fact  and 
arguments.  Where  both  fact  and  argu¬ 
ment  are  included  in  the  same  pleading, 
they  shall  be  set  forth  under  separate 
headings  in  the  interest  of  clarity  and 
understanding. 

(f)  Replies  to  the  verified  statements, 
if  any,  shall  be  filed  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion  on  or  before  January  28,  1963. 
Copies  of  the  replies  should  be  served  on 
all  persons  contained  in  the  list  of  par¬ 
ties  to  be  furnished  by  the  Commission 
pursuant  to  (c)  above. 

(g)  For  good  cause  shown,  the  pro¬ 
ceeding  may  be  separated  with  respect 
to  one  or  more  of  the  issues  or  opera¬ 
tional  areas  involved.  Any  party  de¬ 
siring  to  request  such  action  shall  file 
with  the  Commission,  on  or  before  Feb¬ 
ruary  6,  1963,  a  separate  pleading  setting 
forth  (1)  each  such  issue  or  operational 
area  it  wishes  separated,  (2)  whether 
oral  hearing  for  cross-examination  or 
for  other  purposes  is  desired  with  re¬ 
spect  thereto,  and  (3)  the  reasons;  and 
arguments  relied  upon  in  support  of  such 
request.  A  copy  of  such  pleading  shall 
be  served  on  the  parties  as  described 
in  (c)  above.  No  replies  may  be  filed. 

Should  it  be  determined  that  such 
separation  and  oral  hearing  is  desirable 
or  necessary,  special  procedural  rules  for 
the  conduct  of  such  hearing  will  be  is¬ 
sued  at  the  time  such  determination  is 
made. 

(h)  Only  such  pleadings  as  are  spe¬ 
cifically  permitted  under  these  rules  or 
as  may  be  permitted  under  such  special 
procedural  rules  as  may  be  issued  under 
(g)  above  may  be  filed. 

It  is  further  ordered,  That  all  repre¬ 
sentations  filed  prior  to  the  prehearing 
conference  and  the  General  Summary  of 
Piggyback  Questionnaires  prepared  by 
the  Bureau  of  Transport  Economics  and 
Statistics,  of  this  Commission,  be,  and 
they  are  hereby,  considered  a  part  of  the 
record. 

And  it  is  further  ordered,  That  a  copy 
of  this  order  be  served  on  the  Public 


Utility  Commissions  or  Boards,  or  similar 
regulatory  bodies,  of  each  State  having 
jurisdiction  over  the  transportation  here 
involved;  that  a  copy  be  posted  in  the 
Office  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission  and  the  Field 
Offices  of  said  Commission  listed  in  Ap¬ 
pendix  B  to  this  order  for  public  inspec¬ 
tion;  that  a  copy  be  served  on  all  parties 
who  attended  the  prehearing  conference 
and  those  who  have  previously  filed  rep¬ 
resentations  in  this  proceeding;  and  that 
a  copy  be  delivered  to  the  Director,  Office 
of  the  Federal  Register,  for  publication 
in  the  Federal  Register  as  notice  to  all 
interested  persons. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  11th 
day  of  October  A.D.  1962. 

By  the  Commission,  Commissioners 
Herring  and  Tucker. 

[seal]  Harold  D.  McCoy, 

Secretary. 

Appendix  A 

* 

PROPOSED  TOFC  RULES 

A.  Definitions.  1.  “Trailer-on-flatcar 
(TOFC)  service”  means  the  transporta¬ 
tion,  in  interstate  or  foreign  commerce, 
of  any  freight-laden  highway  truck, 
trailer,  or  semitrailer  (or  the  container 
portion  of  any  highway  truck,  trailer,  or 
semitrailer  having  a  demountable 
chassis)  on  a  rail  car,  and/or  the  return 
transportation,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  of  any  empty  highway  truck, 
trailer,  or  semitrailer  (or  the  demount¬ 
able  container  portion  thereof)  on  a  rail 
car. 

2.  “Joint  intermodal  TOFC  service” 
means  any  transportation  of  property 
(the  motor  and/or  water  transportation 
of  which  is  subject  to  economic  regula¬ 
tion  under  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act) 
jointly  provided  by  a  railroad  or  rail¬ 
roads  subject  to  Part  I  of  the  act  and  a 
motor  common  carrier  or  carriers  sub¬ 
ject  to  Part  II  of  the  act  or  a  water  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  or  carriers  subject  to  Part 
III  of  the  act,  and  which  includes,  for 
the  whole  *  or  any  part  of  the  line-haul 
movement,  the  performance  of  TOFC 
service  as  defined  in  (1)  above;  except 
that  the  term  “joint  intermodal  TOFC 
servied”  does  not  include  the  transporta¬ 
tion  of  property  moving  under  contract 
rates  as  set  forth  in  section  409  of  the  act. 

3.  “All-rail  TOFC  service”  means  any 
transportation,  other  than  transporta¬ 
tion  embraced  in  (2)  above,  provided  by 
a  railroad  or  railroads  subject  to  Part  I 
of  the  act,  which  transportation  includes 
the  performance  of  TOFC  service  as  de¬ 
fined  in  ( 1 )  above. 

B.  Rules  governing  joint  intermodal 
TOFC  Service.  1.  Tariffs  embracing 
joint  intermodal  TOFC  rates  or  charges 
shall  set  forth  the  service  covered  by 
the  published  rates  or  charges,  the  routes 
over  which  such  service  will  be  per¬ 
formed,  and  the  names  of  the  carriers 
participating  therein. 

2.  Tariffs  embracing  joint  intermodal 
TOFC  rates  or  charges  may  be  published 
only  by  rail,  motor,  or  water  common 
carriers,  or  their  agents,  on  commodities 
subject  to  economic  regulation  through- 


*  See  Rule  B-7  below. 
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out  their  entire  movement,  and  shall 
show  appropriate  concurrences  of  all 
carriers  participating  in  the  movement, 

3.  Motor  carriers  shall  not  participate 
in  joint  intermodal  TOFC  service  which 
is  to  be  provided  in  lieu  of  their 
authorized  over-the-road  service  where 
the  combined  distance  from  origin  to 
destination  over  the  intermodal  route  is 
less  than  90  percent  of  the  distance  be¬ 
tween  such  points  over  the  motor  car¬ 
rier’s  authorized  highway  route,  except 
as  may  be  permitted  by  the  Commission 
upon  consideration  of  an  appropriate 
application  filed  by  the  motor  carrier  in 
which  it  seeks  relief  from  the  percentage 
provisions  of  this  section. 

Example:  In  connection  with  a. shipment 
originating  at  A  and  destined  to  D,  a  motor 
common  carrier  holding  authority  to  trans¬ 
port  such  shipment  from  A  to  D  (a  distance 
of  300  miles  by  its  authorized  highway 
routes),  serving  the  intermediate  points  of 
B  and  C,  participates  in  Joint  intermodal 
TOFC  service  in  lieu  of  its  authorized  over- 
the-road  service  in  the  following  manner: 
The  shipment  is  transported  from  A  to  B  by 
the  motor  carrier  over  its  authorized  high¬ 
way  route  (a  distance  of  100  miles) ,  at  which 
point  It  is  placed  on  a  rail  car  for  TOFC 
movement  to  C  (a  distance  of  80  miles  over 
the  rail  route  used  as  compared  to  100  miles 
over  the  motor  carrier’s  authorized  highway 
route),  and  at  C  the  shipment  is  returned 
to  the  originating  motor  carrier  for  ultimate 
delivery  at  D  (a  distance  of  100  miles  over 
the  motor  carrier’s  authorized  highway 
route).  Although  the  rail  line  distance  (80 
miles)  between  B  and  C  is  less  than  90  per¬ 
cent  of  the  motor  carrier’s  authorized  high¬ 
way  route  between  the  same  points  (100 
miles),  the  above  rule  allows  this  operation 
inasmuch  as  the  combined  motor-rail-motor 
route  between  A  and  D  (280  miles)  is  more 
than  90  percent  of  the  motor  carrier’s  au¬ 
thorized  highway  route  (300  miles)  between 
A  and  D. 

4.  The  railroad  or  railroads  providing 
TOFC  service  jointly  with  motor  or  water 
common  carriers  shall  receive  no  greater 
compensation  or  charge  for  its  or  their 
portion  of  the  total  intermodal  move¬ 
ment  than  it  or  they  would  receive  under 
any  all-rail  TOFC  terminal-to-terminal 
rates  or  charges  maintained  for  like 
service  between  the  same  points. 

5.  Any  railroad  which  provides  TOFC 
service  jointly  with  any  motor  or  water 
common  carrier  shall  not  refuse  to  enter 
into  a  like  arrangement  with  other  motor 
or  water  common  carriers  under  similar 
circumstances  and  conditions,  except 
that  such  railroad  shall  have  the  duty  of 
ascertaining  whether  the  connecting 
motor  or  water  carriers  hold  appropriate 
authority  to  transport  the  involved  com¬ 
modities.  If  the  connecting  motor  or 
water  carriers  do  not  hold  such  authority, 
no  joint  intermodal  TOFC  service  shall 
be  performed  with  respect  thereto. 

6.  The  billing  carrier  participating  in 
joint  intermodal  TOFC  service  may 
refuse  to  reveal  the  identities  of  the 
shippers  or  consignees  to  its  connecting 
carriers,  in  which  event  the  billing  car¬ 
rier  shall  assume,  with  respect  to  the 
shippers  or  freight  forwarders,  full  re¬ 
sponsibility  for  the  complete  movement. 

7.  Tariffs  embracing  joint  intermodal 
TOFC  rates  or  charges  may  provide  for 
TOFC  service  for  the  entire  line-haul 
movement. 


Note:  Although  this  rule  is  in  apparent 
conflict  with  Commission  decisions  in  Sub¬ 
stituted  Freight  Service,  232  I.C.C.  683,  and 
Interchange  of  Traffic  at  Point  of  Origin,  46 
M.C.C.  623,  it  is  intended  to  represent  what 
appears  to  be  a  widespread  practice  under 
present  Plant  I  operations. 

8.  Carriers  participating  in  joint  in¬ 
termodal  TOFC  service  shall  interchange 
traffic  only  at  a  common  point  of  service. 

9.  Notwithstanding  its  participation 
in  joint  intermodal  TOFC  service,  a 
motor  or  water  common  carrier  shall  ' 
continue  to  render  reasonably  adequate 
and  continuous  transportation  service 
at  all  points  authorized  to  be  served  by  it. 

10.  A  rail,  motor,  or  water  common 
carrier  participating  in  joint  intermodal 
TOFC  service  shall  not  act  as  the  agent 
of  a  shipper  or  freight  forwarder  in  ar¬ 
ranging  for  transportation  by  other  car¬ 
riers  subject  to  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Act  without  providing  therefor  in  tariffs 
filed  with  the  Commission. 

11.  Railroads  participating  in  joint 
intermodal  TOFC  service  shall  assume 
full  responsibility  for  the  safe  loading 
and  securing  of  highway  trucks,  trailers, 
or  Semitrailers  (or  the  demountable  con¬ 
tainer  portion  thereof)  on  rail  cars  and 
for  unloading  them  from  rail  cars. 

C.  Rules  governing  all-rail  TOFC 
service.  1.  Rates  or  charges  for  all-rail 
TOFC  line-haul  service,  and  for  any 
transportation  or  auxiliary  service  in 
connection  with  all-rail  TOFC  service, 
shall  be  provided  for  in  tariffs  published, 
posted,  and  filed  by  a  railroad  or  its 
agent,  in  either  of  the  following  ways: 

(a)  Publish  rates  or  charges  which 
specifically  include  pickup  from  shipper 
and/or  delivery  to  consignee  by  the  rail¬ 
road  or  railroads. 

(b)  Publish  rates  or  charges  which 
are  limited  specifically  to  apply  only 
from  and/or  to  designated  railroad 
terminals  when  all  service  and  equip¬ 
ment  is  provided  by  the  railroad. 

2.  (a)  Each  carrier  performing  or 
holding  out  to  perform  all-rail  TOFC 
service  shall  publish,  post,  and  file  tariffs 
(by  itself  or  through  an  agent)  which 
shall  contain  in  clear  and  explicit  terms 
all  of  the  rates  and  charges  for  and  rules 
governing  storage,  demurrage,  detention 
of  highway  vehicles,  cartage,  switching, 
floating,  lighterage,  wharfage,  weighing, 
diversion,  reconsignment,  icing,  refrig¬ 
eration,  heat,  C.O.D.  services,  transit 
services,  absorptions,  allowances,  and 
other  special  or  accessorial  services  or 
practices,  and  an  explicit  statement  of  all 
other  charges  and  rules  which  in  any 
way  increase  or  decrease  the  amount  to 
be  paid  on  any  shipment  or  which  in¬ 
crease  or  decrease  the  value  of  the  serv¬ 
ice  to  the  shipper. 

(b)  All  tariffs  containing  rates  for  the 
all-rail  TOFC  transportation  of  property 
shall  specify  whether  such  rates  do  or 
do  not  include  pickup  or  delivery 
services. 

(c)  When  charges  for  pickup  or  de¬ 
livery  service  are  in  addition  to  line-haul 
TOFC  transportation  charges,  they  shall 
be  published  in  tariffs  as  provided  in 
paragraph  (a)  of  this  rule. 

(d)  The  area  within  which  pickup  or 
delivery  service  will  be  performed  shall 
be  described  specifically  and  the  descrip¬ 


tion  published  in  clear  and  explicit  terms 
in  tariffs  as  provided  in  paragraph  (a) 
of  this  rule.  It  will  be  sufficient  to  state 
that  pickup  and  delivery  service  will  be 
performed  at  all  places  or  locations 
within  the  limits  of  the  incorporated 
cities,  towns,  or  villages,  from,  to,  or 
between  which  the  rates  apply,  if  that  is 
the  only  application  intended.  It  is  not 
permissible  to  refer  to  decisions  of  the 
Commission  for  the  description  nor  to 
state  that  the  area  within  which  pickup 
and  delivery  service  will  be  performed  is 
that  defined  by  the  Commission  in  a 
formal  proceeding. 

(e)  All  tariffs  containing  rates  for  the 
all-rail  TOFC  transportation  of  property 
shall  specify  the  extent  to  which  such 
rates  do  or  do  not  include  the  loading 
and  unloading  of  the  property  from  the 
highway  vehicle  by  the  carrier  (in¬ 
cluding  the  number  of  laborers  to  be 
used) .  When  charges  in  addition  to  the 
line-haul  TOFC  transportation  charges 
or  in  addition  to  pickup  or  delivery 
charges,  if  any,  are  made  for  the  loading 
or  unloading  of  property,  they  shall  be 
published  in  tariffs  as  provided  in  para¬ 
graph  (a)  of  this  rule. 

(f)  If  the  shipper,  freight  forwarder, 
and/or  consignee  directly  or  indirectly 
renders  any  service  connected  with  such 
transportation  (such  as  ramping,  de¬ 
ramping,  and  tiedown  of  trailers  on 
cars),  or  furnishes  any  equipment  or 
other  instrumentality  used  therein  (such 
as  a  trailer,  semitrailer  or  car) ,  the 
charge  or  allowance  paid  to  the  shipper, 
freight  forwarder,  and/or  consignee 
therefor  shall  be  published  as  provided 
in  paragraph  (a)  of  this  rule. 

3.  Railroads  or  persons  under  common 
control  with  railroads  shall  not  for  use 
in  TOFC  service  lease,  directly  or  in¬ 
directly,  highway  trucks,  trailers,  or 
semitrailers,  and/or  rail  cars,  to  or  from 
shippers  or  freight  forwarders. 

4.  A  railroad  providing  all-rail  TOFC 
service  shall  not  act  as  the  agent  of  a 
shipper  or  freight  forwarder  in  arrang¬ 
ing  for  transportation  by  other  carriers 
subject  to  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act 
without  providing  therefor  in  tariffs  filed 
with  the  Commission. 

5.  Railroads  providing  all-rail  TOFC 
service  shall  assume  full  responsibility 
for  the  safe  loading  and  securing  of  high¬ 
way  trucks,  trailers,  or  semitrailers  (or 
the  demountable  container  portion 
thereof)  on  rail  cars  and  for  unloading 
them  from  rail  cars. 

6.  Highway  vehicles  and/or  rail  cars 
provided  by  shippers  or  freight  forward¬ 
ers  in  connection  with  all-rail  TOFC 
service,  while  on  railroad  premises,  shall 
be  subject  to  the  storage  and/or  demur¬ 
rage  rules,  regulations,  and  charges  pro¬ 
vided  for  in  Rule  C-2  above. 

7.  The  handling  by  a  railroad  of  a 
motor  or  water  carrier’s  trailer,  empty  or 
loaded  with  commodities  the  motor  and/ 
or  water  transportation  of  which  is  not 
subject  to  economic  regulation  under  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Act,  is  permissible 
under  all-rail  TOFC  tariffs. 

D.  Billing  and  notification  rules.  1. 
No  shipment  shall  be  transported  in  or  in 
connection  with  TOFC  service  until  the 
origin  carrier  has  issued  a  bill  of  lading 
therefor  and  received  from  the  shipper 
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or  freight  forwarder  any  manifest  used 
in  connection  therewith. 

2.  Certification  as  to  the  weight  and 
contents  of  a  highway  truck,  trailer,  or 
semitrailer  (or  the  demountable  con¬ 
tainer  portion  thereof)  shall  be  made  by 
the  shippers  or  carriers  at  the  time  of  its 
tender  to  a  railroad  or  connecting 
carrier. 

3.  Unless  otherwise  provided  for  and 
made  available  to  other  shippers  and 
carriers,  two  or  more  highway  trucks, 
trailers,  or  semitrailers  (or  demountable 
container  portions  thereof)  shall  be  ten¬ 
dered  on  the  same  day  in  order  to  qualify 
for  a  rate  for  the  movement  of  multiple 
highway  vehicles  (or  the  demountable 
container  portions  thereof) . 

4.  Arrangements  for  the  movement  of 
highway  trucks,  trailers,  or  semitrailers 
(or  the  demountable  container  portion 
thereof)  containing  explosives  or  other 
dangerous  articles  shall  be  made  by  a 
shipper  or  carrier  with  a  railroad  in  suf¬ 
ficient  time  to  permit  the  latter  properly 
to  placard  and  position  the  rail  cars  used 
for  the  movement. 

5.  All-freight  (all-commodity)  rates 
that  are  restricted  to  apply  only  when  not 
more  than  a  designated  percent  of  the 
shipment  consists  of  one  article  or  com¬ 
modity  shall  be  made  subject  to  the  fol¬ 
lowing  tariff  provision: 

Rates  subject  hereto  apply  only  when  ship¬ 
per  certifies  on  shipping  order  and  bill  of 
lading  at  time  of  shipment  as  follows:  “Not 

more  than _ percent  of  the  articles  (or 

commodities)  in  this  shipment  consists  of  an 
article  or  articles  embraced  by  the  commod¬ 
ity  description  of  a  single  item  of  the  current 
Uniform  Freight  Classification.” 

If  the  certificate  has  not  been  signed  at 
the  time  when  the  bill  of  lading  is  issued 
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such  all-freight  (all -commodity)  rates 
do  not  apply;  and  the  applicable  rate  on 

the  shipment  will  be _  (In  the 

blank  space  there  must  be  inserted  a  spe¬ 
cific  statement  of  the  rate  or  charge  that 
will  apply,  such  as,  for  example:  “the 
Class  45  rate  applicable  over  the  route  of 
movement  subject  to  a  minimum  weight 
of  30,000  pounds.”) 

Appendix  B 

FIELD  OFFICES  WHERE  CERTAIN  MATERIAL 
RELATIVE  TO  THIS  PROCEEDING  WILL  BE 
AVAILABLE  FOR  PUBLIC  INSPECTION 

Boston  8,  Mass.: 

14-17  Court  Square,  11th  Floor, 

Bureau  of  Motor  Carriers, 

Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 

Martin  E.  Foley,  District  Director. 

New  York  13.  N.Y.: 

Room  1111,  346  Broadway, 

Bureau  of  Motor  Carriers, 

Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 

Thomas  L.  McClelland,  District  Director. 
Philadelphia  6,  Pa.: 

800  US.  Custom  House  Building, 

Second  and  Chestnut  Streets, 

Bureau  of  Motor  Carriers, 

Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 

James  B.  Weber,  District  Director. 

Columbus  15,  Ohio: 

236  New  Post  Office  Building, 

85  Marconi  Boulevard, 

Bureau  of  Motor  Carriers, 

Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 

Roy  M.  Snetzer,  District  Director. 

Atlanta  8,  Ga.: 

680  West  Peachtree  Street  NW., 

Bureau  of  Motor  Carriers, 

Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 

William  Addams,  District  Director. 
Nashville1®,  Tenn.: 

Room  706,  U.S.  Court  House 

801  Broadway, 

Bureau  of  Motor  Carriers, 

Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 

Edward  A.  Moynihan,  District  Director. 
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Chicago  7,  Ill.: 

852  U.S.  Custom  House  Building. 

610  South  Canal  Street, 

Bureau  of  Motor  Carriers, 

Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 

James  J.  Werner,  District  Director. 
Minneapolis  1,  Minn.: 

448  Federal  Building  and  Court  House, 

110  South  Fourth  Street, 

Bureau  of  Motor  Carriers, 

Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 

Charles  W.  Haas,  District  Director. 

Kansas  City  6,  Mo.: 

1100  Federal  Office  Building, 

911  Walnut  Street, 

Bureau  of  Motor  Carriers, 

Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 

H.  Joseph  Simmons,  District  Director. 

Forth  Worth  2,  Texas: 

816  T  &  P  Building, 

Bureau  of  Motor  Carriers, 

Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 

Bernard  H.  English,  District  Director. 
Denver  2,  Colorado: 

502  Denham  Building, 

Bureau  of  Motor  Carriers, 

Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 

Bert  L.  Penn,  District  Director. 

Portland  5,  Oregon: 

538  Pittock  Block, 

Bureau  of  Motor  Carriers, 

Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 

Norman  T.  Harris,  District  Director. 

San  Francisco  5,  Calif.: 

602  Sheldon  Building, 

9  First  Street, 

Bureau  of  Motor  Carriers, 

Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 

Marvin  W.  Van  Cleave,  District  Director. 
Anchorage,  Alaska: 

P.O.  Bbx  1532, 

Room  51-52  Federal  Building, 

Bureau  of  Motor  Carriers, 

Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 

Hugh  H.  Chaffee,  District  Director. 

[F.R.  Doc.  62-10369;  Filed.  Oct.  16,  1962 
8:53  a.m.] 


No.  202- 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs 

TRANSFER  OF  CROW  INDIAN  RESER¬ 
VATION  LAND  RECORDS  TO  BILL¬ 
INGS  AREA  OFFICE 

October  11, 1962. 

In  accordance  with  25  CFR  120  and 
pursuant  to  authority  delegated  by 
Amendment  No.  49  to  Secretarial  Order 
2508  (26  F.R.  11395),  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  all  source  title  documents  and 
land  records  pertaining  to  trust  or  re¬ 
stricted  Indian-owned  lands  on  the  Crow 
Indian  Reservation  in  the  State  of  Mon¬ 
tana,  have  been  transferred  from  the 
City  of  Washington,  D.C.,  to  the  Billings 
Area  Office,  Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs, 
804  North  29th  Street,  Billings,  Montana. 

Effective  October  1,  1962,  the  Billings 
Area  Office  will  be  the  office  for  the  main¬ 
tenance  of  records  for  all  trust  and  re¬ 
stricted  lands  on  the  Crow  Reservation. 

John  O.  Crow, 
Acting  Commissioner. 

[F.R.  Doc.  62-10336;  Filed,  Oct.  16.  1962; 

8:49  a.m.[ 


Bureau  of  Land  Management 
CALIFORNIA 

Notice  of  Amendment  and  Partial 
Termination  of  Proposed  With¬ 
drawal  and  Reservation  of  Lands 

October  8, 1962. 

Notice  of  an  application  Serial  No. 
Sacramento  048180,  for  withdrawal  and 
reservation  of  lands,  by  the  United  States 
Department  of  Agriculture,  was  pub¬ 
lished  as  Federal  Register  Document  No. 
57-8313  on  page  8069  of  the  issue  for 
Thursday,  October  10,  1957.  The  de¬ 
scription  of  certain  land  involved  in  the 
proposed  withdrawal  application  is 
hereby  amended  to  conform  to  the  offi¬ 
cial  survey  plat  to  read  as  follows: 

A  strip  of  land  200  feet  on  either  side 
of  the  centerline  as  surveyed  on  the 
ground  of  the  Big  Oak  Flat  Forest  High¬ 
way  Route  39  (State  of  California  Route 
120)  through  the  following  legal  sub¬ 
divisions: 

Mount  Diablo  Meridian,  California 

STANISLAUS  NATIONAL  FOREST 

T.  1  S.,  R.  19  E., 

Sec.  31:  Lot  1,  NWfcNEft,  NE^NW^. 

And,  the  following  described  lands  as  in¬ 
volved  in  the  proposed  withdrawal  appli¬ 
cation  as  published  in  the  above-identi¬ 
fied  publication  have  been  cancelled  by 
the  applicant  agency.  Therefore  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  regulations  contained  in  43 
CFR,  Part  295,  such  lands  will  be  at  10:00 
a.m„  on  November  13, 1962,  be  relieved  of 
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the  segregative  effect  of  the  above-men¬ 
tioned  application. 

Lands  to  be  terminated  are : 

A  strip  of  land  200  feet  on  either  side 
of  the  centerline  as  surveyed  on  the 
ground  of  the  Big  Oak  Flat  Forest  High¬ 
way  Route  39  (State  of  California  Route 
120),  through  the  following  legal  sub¬ 
divisions: 

Mount  Diablo  Meridian,  California 
STANISLAUS  NATIONAL  FOREST 

T.  1  S.,R.  18  E. 

Sec.  26:  Ny2SEV4,  SE«4SEV4; 

Sec.  29:  NE%SW%. 

Walter  E.  Beck, 
Manager,  Land  Office, 
Sacramento. 

| F.R.  Doc.  62-10337;  Filed,  Oct.  16,  1962; 
8:50  a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Agricultural  Marketing  Service 

ORGANIZATION,  FUNCTIONS,  AND 

DELEGATIONS  OF  AUTHORITY 

Miscellaneous  Amendments 

Pursuant  to  authority  (19  F.R.  74,  as 
amended)  delegated  to  the  Administra¬ 
tor,  Agricultural  Marketing  Service,  the 
material  appearing  at  26  F.R.  9758  is 
amended  as  follows: 

Section  2  is  amended  by  substituting 
Assistant  Secretary  for  Marketing  and 
Stabilization  for  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Marketing  and  Foreign  Agriculture. 

Section  5(c)  (2)  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows : 

(2)  Planning  and  administering  mar¬ 
keting  agreement  and  order  programs 
authorized  by  the  Agricultural  Market¬ 
ing  Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as  amended, 
for  fruits,  vegetables,  tree  nuts,  hops  and 
such  other  commodities  as  may  be  as¬ 
signed:  and 

Issued  at  Washington,  D.C.,  October 
11, 1962. 

S.  R.  Smith, 
Administrator, 

Agricultural  Marketing  Service. 

[F.R.  Doc.  62-10372;  Filed.  Oct.  16,  1962; 

8:54  a.m  | 


FRESH  BARTLETT  PEARS 
Notice  of  Purchase  Program  DMP  38a 

In  order  to  encourage  the  domestic 
consumption  of  pears  by  diverting  them 
from  the  normal  channels  of  trade  and 
commerce  in  accordance  with  section  32, 
Public  Law  320,  74th  Congress,  approved 
August  24,  1935,  as  amended,  the  United 
States  Department  of  Agriculture  will 
purchase  fresh  Bartlett  pears  of  the  1962 
crop,  grown  in  the  Pacific  Coast  States, 


for  subsequent  use  in  nonprofit  school 
lunch  programs  and  eligible  institutions. 
Purchases  will  be  made  on  an  offer  and 
acceptance  basis  as  a  surplus  removal 
activity.  Details  and  specifications  of 
the  invitation  to  offer  fresh  Bartlett 
pears  are  contained  in  Announcement 
FV-320  issued  by  the  Department  on 
October  10,  1962.  Quantities  purchased 
will  depend  upon  marketing  conditions 
at  the  time  of  purchase,  and  availability 
of  outlets  for  use  of  the  pears  without 
waste.  Information  concerning  this 
purchase  program  may  be  obtained  from 
the  Fruit  and  Vegetable  Division,  Agri¬ 
cultural  Maiketing  Service,  Department 
of  Agriculture,  Washington  25,  D.C. 

(Sec.  32,  49  Stat.  774,  as  amended,  7  U.S.C. 
612c) 

Dated:  October  12,  1962. 

Floyd  F.  Hedlund, 
Director,  Fruit  and  Vegetable 
Division,  Agricultural  Market¬ 
ing  Service. 

[F.R.  Doc.  62-10371;  Filed,  Oct.  16.  1962; 

8:54  a.m.] 


Agricultural  Research  Service 

IDENTIFICATION  OF  CARCASSES  OF 
CERTAIN  HUMANELY  SLAUGH¬ 
TERED  LIVESTOCK 

Supplemental  List  of  Humane 
Slaughterers 

Pursuant  to  section  4  of  the  Act  of 
August  27,  1958  (7  U.S.C.  1904)  and  the 
statement  of  policy  thereunder  in  9  CFR 
Part  181.1  the  following  table  lists  addi¬ 
tional  establishments  operated  under 
Federal  inspection  under  the  Meat  In¬ 
spection  Act  (21  U.S.C.  71  et  seq.)  which 
have  been  officially  reported  as  humanely 
slaughtering  and  handling  the  species  of 
livestock  respectively  designated  for  such 
establishments  in  the  table.  This  list 
supplements  the  lists  previously  pub¬ 
lished  under  the  Act  (27  F.R.  9663  and 
9899)  for  September  and  represents 
those  establishments  and  species  which 
were  reported  too  late  to  be  included  in 
the  earlier  lists  or  which  have  come 
into  compliance  with  respect  to  species 
indicated  since  the  completion  of  the  re¬ 
ports  on  which  the  earlier  lists  were 
based.  The  establishment  number  given 
with  the  name  of  the  establishment  is 
branded  on  each  carcass  of  livestock  in¬ 
spected  at  that  establishment.  The  table 
should  not  be  understood  to  indicate  that 
all  species  of  livestock  slaughtered  at  a 
listed  establishment  are  slaughtered  and 
handled  by  humane  methods  unless  all 
species  are  listed  for  that  establishment 
in  the  table.  Nor  should  the  table  be 
understood  to  indicate  that  the  affiliates 
of  any  listed  establishment  use  only 
humane  methods. 
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Namo  of  establishment 

Establishment 

number 

Cattle 

Calves 

Sheep 

Goats 

Swine 

Horses 

Hvgrade  Food  Products  Corp _ 

12G . 

C) 

(*) 

C) 

« 

O 

88 . 

George  A.  Hormal  &  Co _ 

199A . . 

The  Lundy  Packing  Co _ 

413 . 

(*) 

Four  establishments  reported. 


Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  12th  day  of  October  1962. 

C.  H.  Pals, 

Director,  Meat  Inspection  Division,  Agricultural  Research  Service. 
[F.R.  Doc.  62-10374;  Filed,  Oct.  16, 1962;  8:54  a.m.] 


Office  of  the  Secretary 
COLORADO  AND  TEXAS 

Designation  of  Counties  Within  Great 
Plains  Area  of  Ten  Great  Plains 
States  Where  Great  Plains  Con¬ 
servation  Program  Is  Specifically 
Applicable 

For  the  purpose  of  making  contracts 
based  upon  the  approved  plan  of  farm¬ 
ing  operations  pursuant  to  the  Act  of 
August  7,  1956  (70  Stat.  1115-1117),  the 
following  counties  in  the  following  States 
are  designated  as  susceptible  to  serious 
wind  erosion  by  reason  of  their  soil  types, 
terrain,  and  climatic  and  other  factors. 
Colorado 
Custer 
Texas 

Archer.  Clay.  Eastland. 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  12th 
day  of  October  1962. 

J.  A.  Baker, 
Assistant  Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  62-10379;  Filed,  Oct.  16,  1962; 
8:54  a.m.] 


MINNESOTA  AND  MISSISSIPPI 

Designation  of  Areas  for  Emergency 
Loans 

For  the  purpose  of  making  emergency 
loans  pursuant  to  section  321(a)  of  Pub¬ 
lic  Law  87-128  (7  U.S.C.  1961)  it  has  been 
determined  that  in  the  hereinafter 
named  counties  in  the  States  of  Minne¬ 
sota  and  Mississippi  natural  disasters 
have  caused  a  need  for  agricultural 
credit  not  readily  available  from  com¬ 
mercial  banks,  cooperative  lending  agen¬ 
cies,  or  other  responsible  sources. 

Minnesota 

Stevens 

Mississippi 

Calhoun 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  set  forth 
above,  emergency  loans  will  not  be  made 
in  the  above-named  counties  after  June 
30,  1963,  except  to  applicants  who  previ¬ 
ously  received  emergency  or  special  live¬ 
stock  loan  assistance  and  who  can 
qualify  under  established  policies  and 
procedures. 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  11th 
day  of  October,  1962. 

Orville  L.  Freeman, 
Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  62-10380;  Filed,  Oct.  16,  1962; 

8:55  am.] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

Office  of  the  Secretary 
WILLIAM  M.  FIRSHING 

Statement  of  Changes  in  Financial 
Interests 

In  accordance  with  the  requirements 
of  section  710(b)  (6)  of  the  Defense  Pro¬ 
duction  Act  of  1950,  as  amended,  and 
Executive  Order  10647  of  November  28, 
1955,  the  following  changes  have  taken 
place  in  my  financial  interests  as  re¬ 
ported  in  the  Federal  Register  during 
the  past  six  months; 

A.  Deletions:  Gellman  Mfg.,  National  Dis¬ 
tillers,  Dresser  Corp. 

B.  Additions:  Korvette,  Food  Giant  Mar¬ 
kets,  Studebaker  Corp.,  Seaboard  World  Air¬ 
lines. 

This  statement  is  made  as  of  October 
6, 1962. 

„  William  M.  Firshing. 

October  6, 1962. 

[F.R.  Doc.  62-10322;  Filed,  Oct.  16,  1962; 
8:46  am.] 


ATOMIC  ENERGY  COMMISSION 

[Docket  No.  50-146] 

SAXTON  NUCLEAR  EXPERIMENTAL 
CORP. 

Notice  of  Issuance  of  Amendment  to 
Utilization  Facility  License 

Please  take  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  Initial  Decision  of  the  Presiding  Offi¬ 
cer  dated  August  31,  1962,  the  Atomic 
Energy.  Commission  has  issued  Amend¬ 
ment  No.  1  to  Provisional  Operating 
License  No.  DPR^-4.  The  license  author¬ 
izes  Saxton  Nuclear  Experimental  Cor¬ 
poration  to  operate  its  nuclear  reactor 
located  near  the  Borough  of  Saxton  in 
Liberty  Township,  Bedford  County,  Pa. 
The  amendment  (1)  authorizes  Saxton 
Nuclear  Experimental  Corporation  to 
conduct  Phase  I  of  the  Research- and  De¬ 
velopment  Program,  (2)  authorizes 
necessary  related  changes  in  the  existing 
license  and  Technical  Specifications,  and 
(3)  extends  the  term  of  the  license  to 
September  30,  1963. 

The  amendment  also  incorporates  into 
the  revised  Technical  Specifications  (Ap¬ 
pendix  “A”)  of  License  No.  DPRr-4  the 
changes  previously  authorized  by  the 
Atomic  Energy  Commission  by  Changes 
Nos.  1,  2,  and  3  dated  February  15,  1962. 


Dated  at  Germantown,  Md.,  this  9th 
day  of  October  1962. 

For  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission. 

R.  Lowenstein, 
Director,  Division  o/ 
Licensing  and  Regulation. 

[F.R.  Doc.  62-10318;  Filed,  Oct.  16,  1962; 
8:45  a.m.] 


CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

[Docket  No.  14078;  Order  E-189081 

REFUND  OF  DOMESTIC  GROUP 
TRAVEL  TICKETS 

Order  of  Investigation  and  Suspension 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  at  its  office  in  Washington,  D.C., 
on  the  12th  day  of  October  1962. 

By  tariff  amendment  filed  September 
17,  1962,  to  become  effective  October  17, 
1962,  Trans  World  Airlines,  Inc.  (TWA) 
proposes  to  amend  Rule  13  of  its  group 
passenger  tariff1  to  provide  for  full  re¬ 
fund  if  cancellation  is  made  30  days  prior 
to  flight  departure,  and  a  refund  of  50 
percent  of  the  group  fare  if  cancellation 
is  made  less  than  30  days  but  at  least  24 
hours  before  scheduled  departure  time 
with  no  refund  if  cancellation  occurs  on 
less  than  24  hours’  notice.  The  amended 
rule  will  also  provide  that  up  to  10  mem¬ 
bers  of  a  group  of  25  may  cancel  and  be 
replaced  up  to  5  days  prior  to  departure 
time  without  penalty.  The  tariff  bears 
an  expiration  date  of  April  30,  1963. 

No  complaints  have  been  filed. 

The  Board  has  decided  to  suspend  this 
proposal  and  to  investigate  its  lawful¬ 
ness.  Passengers  canceling  their  reser¬ 
vation  after  30  days  who  cannot  utilize 
the  substitution  rule  will  forfeit  50  per¬ 
cent  of  the  fare  and  the  entire  round-trip 
fare  after  24  hours  from  scheduled  de¬ 
parture  time.  The  carrier  has  made  no 
showing  that  penalties  of  such  an  oner¬ 
ous  nature  are  necessary  to  prevent  can¬ 
cellations  of  an  avoidable  nature,  or, 
when  cancellations  are  made,  to  compen¬ 
sate  the  carrier  for  losses  it  might  have 
incurred  in  denying  reservations  to  other 
passengers.  Recently,  we  found  that 
similar  refund  provisions  in  the  group 
tour  fares  to  Hawaii  of  United  Air  Lines, 
Inc.  and  Pan  American  World  Airways, 
Inc.  may  be  unlawful,  and  such  rules 
were  suspended  and  investigated.*  In 
accordance  with  this  decision  of  the 
Board,  the  proposed  refund  rules  of  TWA 
will  be  suspended  and  investigated. 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  provisions 
of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958,  par¬ 
ticularly  sections  204(a)  and  1002 
thereof. 

It  is  ordered,  That: 

1.  An  investigation  is  instituted  to  de¬ 
termine  whether  the  provisions  of  Rules 
Nos.  13(A)(2)(b)  and  13(A)(3)  on  2nd 
Revised  Page  6  and  1st  Revised  Page  7 
of  Trans  World  Airlines,  Inc.’s  C  A  J3.  No. 
85  are,  or  will  be,  unjust  or  unreasonable, 
or  unjustly  discriminatory,  or  unduly 
preferential,  or  unduly  prejudicial,  and 


1  Trans  World  Airlines,  Inc.,  Local  and 
Joint  Group  Passenger  Tariff,  CA.B.  No.  85. 
•  Order  E-18790  of  September  17,  1962. 
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If  found  to  be  unlawful,  to  determine  and 
prescribe  the  lawful  provisions. 

2.  Pending  investigation,  hearing,  and 
decision  by  the  Board,  Rules  Nos.  13(A) 
(2)  (b)  and  13(A)(3)  on  2nd  Revised 
Page  6  and  1st  Revised  Page  7  of  Trans 
World  Airlines,  Inc.’s  C.A.B.  No.  85  are 
suspended  and  their  use  deferred  to  and 
including  January  14, 1963,  unless  other¬ 
wise  ordered  by  the  Board,  and  that  no 
changes  be  made  therein  during  the 
period  of  suspension  except  by  order  or 
special  permission  of  the  Board. 

3.  This  investigation  be  set  for  hearing 
before  an  Examiner  of  the  Board  at  a 
time  and  place  hereafter  to  be  desig¬ 
nated. 

4.  A  copy  of  this  order  shall  be  filed 
with  the  aforesaid  tariff  and  shall  be 
served  upon  Trans  World  Airlines,  Inc. 

This  order  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

[seal]  Harold  R.  Sanderson, 

Secretary. 

[FJt.  Doc.  62-10349;  Filed,  Oct.  16,  1962; 

8:51  ajn.] 


[Docket  No.  11879;  Order  E- 1890 7] 

INTERNATIONAL  AIR  TRANSPORT 
ASSOCIATION 

Agreement  Relating  to  Specific 
Commodity  Rates 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board,  at  its  office  in  Washington,  D.C., 
on  the  11th  day  of  October  1962. 

There  has  been  filed  with  the  Board, 
pursuant  to  section  412(a)  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (the  Act)  and 
Part  261  of  the  Board’s  Economic  Regu¬ 
lations,  an  agreement  between  various 
air  carriers,  foreign  air  carriers,  and 
other  carriers  embodied  in  the  resolu¬ 
tions  of  Traffic  Conference  1  of  the 
International  Air  Transport  Association 
(LATA),  and  adopted  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  Resolution  590 — Commod¬ 
ity  Rates  Board. 

The  agreement,  adopted  pursuant  to 
unprotested  notices  to  the  carriers, 
names  additional  specific  commodity 
rates  as  follows: 

Item  0495 — Strawberries 
44  cents  per  kilogram,  minimum  weight  45 

kilograms,  38  cents  per  kilogram,  mini¬ 
mum  weight  250  kilograms,  from  Mexico 

City  to  New  York  City. 

The  Board,  acting  pursuant  to  sections 
102,  204(a) ,  and  412  of  the  Act,  does  not 
find  the  above-described  agreement  to  be 
adverse  to  the  public  interest  or  in  vio¬ 
lation  of  the  Act,  provided  that  approval* 
thereof  is  conditioned  as  hereinafter 
ordered: 

Accordingly,  it  is  ordered: 

1.  That  Agreement  C.A.B.  14827,  R- 
112,  is  approved,  provided  that  such  ap¬ 
proval  shall  not  constitute  approval  of 
the  specific  commodity  description  con¬ 
tained  therein  for  purposes  of  tariff  pub¬ 
lication. 

2.  That  any  air  carrier  party  to  the 
agreement,  or  any  interested  person, 
may,  within  15  days  from  the  date  of 
service  of  this  order,  submit  statements 
in  writing  containing  reasons  deemed 


appropriate,  together  with  supporting 
data,  in  support  of  or  in  opposition  to  the 
Board’s  action  herein.  An  original  and 
nineteen  copies  of  the  statements  should 
be  filed  with  the  Board’s  Docket  Section. 
The  Board  may,  upon  consideration  of 
any  such  statements  filed,  modify  or  re¬ 
scind  its  action  herein  by  subsequent 
order. 

This  order  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

[seal]  Harold  R.  Sanderson, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  62-10364;  Filed,  Oct.  16,  1962; 

8:53  a.m.] 

FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[Docket  No.  14798] 

FRANCIS  C.  BAXTER 
Order  To  Show  Cause 

In  the  matter  of  Francis  C.  Baxter, 
Denver,  Colorado,  Docket  No.  14798; 
order  to  show  cause  why  there  should 
not  be  revoked  the  license  for  Radio 
Station  15Q1314  in  the  Citizens  Radio 
Service. 

The  Commission,  by  the  Chief,  Safety 
and  Special  Radio  Services  Bureau,  under 
delegated  authority,  having  under  con¬ 
sideration  the  matter  of  certain  alleged 
violations  of  the  Commission’s  rules  in 
connection  with  the  operation  of  the 
above-captioned  station;  * 

It  appearing  that,  pursuant  to  §  1.76 
of  the  Commission’s  rules,  written  notice 
of  violation  of  the  Commission’s  rules 
was  served  upon  the  above-named  licen¬ 
see  as  follows: 

Official  Notice  of  Violation  mailed 
April  16,  1962,  alleging  that  on  April 
8,  1962,  Citizens  Radio  Station  15Q1314 
was  observed  operating  in  violation  of 
§  19.61(a)  of  the  Commission’s  rules  in 
that  radio  communications  were  not  pur¬ 
poseful  or  substantive  to  the  licensee’s 
business  or  personal  activities  and 
§  19.61(g)  in  that  radio  communications 
were  transmitted  beyond  the  groundwave 
range  of  the  radio  station. 

It  further  appearing  that,  the  above- 
named  licensee,  received  said  Official  No¬ 
tice  but  did  not  make  satisfactory  reply 
thereto,  whereupon  the  Commission,  by 
letter  dated  May  17,  1962,  and  sent  by 
Certified  Mail,  Return  Receipt  Requested 
(Cert.  #150162),  brought  this  matter  to 
the  attention  of  the  licensee  and  re¬ 
quested  that  such  licensee  respond  to  the 
Commission’s  letter  within  fifteen  days 
from  the  date  of  its  receipt  stating  the 
measures  which  had  been  taken,  or  were 
being  taken,  in  order  to  bring  the  opera¬ 
tion  of  the  radio  station  into  compliance 
with  the  Commission’s  rules,  and  warn¬ 
ing  the  licensee  that  failure  to  respond 
to  such  letter  might  result  in  the  insti¬ 
tution  of  proceedings  for  the  revocation 
of  the  radio  station  license;  and 
It  further  appearing  that  receipt  of 
the  Commission’s  letter  was  acknowl¬ 


edged  by  the  signature  of  the  licensee’s 
agent,  Ruth  L.  Baxter,  on  May  23,  1962, 
to  a  Post  Office  Department  return  re¬ 
ceipt;  and 

It  further  appearing,  that,  although 
more  than  fifteen  days  have  elapsed 
since  the  licensee’s  receipt  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  letter,  no  response  was  made 
thereto;  and 

It  further  appearing  that,  in  view  of 
the  foregoing,  the  licensee  has  repeatedly 
violated  §  1.76  of  the  Commission’s  rules; 

It  is  ordered,  This  11th  day  of  October 
1962,  pursuant  to  section  312(a)  (4)  and 
(c)  of  the  Communications  Act  of  1934, 
as  amended,  and  §  0.291(b)  (8)  of  the 
Commission's  Statement  of  Delegations 
of  Authority,  that  the  said  licensee  show 
cause  why  the  license  for  the  above- 
captioned  Radio  Station  should  not  be 
revoked,  and  appear  and  give  evidence 
in  respect  thereto  at  a  hearing  to  be  held 
at  a  time  and  place  to  be  specified  by  sub¬ 
sequent  order;  and 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  Secre¬ 
tary  send  a  copy  of  this  order  by  Certi¬ 
fied  Mail,  Return  Receipt  Requested  to 
the  said  licensee,  at  3318  West  Hayward 
Place,  Denver  4,  Colo. 

Released:  October  12,  1962. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[FH.  Doc.  62-10355;  Filed,  Oct.  16,  1962; 
8:52  a.m.] 

[Docket  Nos.  14764-14766;  FCC  62M-1357] 

JESUS  VARGAS  CANDELARIA  ET  AL. 

Order  Continuing  Hearing 

In  re  applications  of  Jesus  Vargas 
Candelaria,  Bayamon,  Puerto  Rico, 
Docket  No.  14764,  File  No.  BP-14334;  In¬ 
ternational  Broadcasting  Corporation, 
Carolina,  Puerto  Rico,  Docket  No.  14765, 
File  No.  BP-15161;  Mauricio  Alvarez- 
Martin,  Carolina,  Puerto  Rico,  Docket 
No.  14766,  File  No.  BP-15164;  for  con¬ 
struction  permits. 

Pursuant  to  agreements  reached  at  a 
prehearing  conference  held  on  October  9, 
1962:  It  is  hereby  ordered,  This  11th  day 
of  October  1962,  that  the  following 
procedure  shall  govern  the  further  pro¬ 
ceedings  in  this  case: 

Each  applicant  shall  submit  his  af¬ 
firmative  case  in  writing  with  respect  to 
all  the  issues  in  this  proceeding,  and  a 
preliminary  exchange  of  proposed  testi¬ 
mony  and  exhibits  shall  be  effected 
among  the  parties  on  or  before  Decem¬ 
ber  7,  1962. 

A  final  exchange  of  proposed  exhibits 
and  testimony  shall  be  effected  among 
the  parties  on  or  before  December  21, 
1962. 

All  witnesses  responsible  for  the  prep¬ 
aration  of  exhibits  and  testimony  shall 
be  available  for  cross-examination,  and 
notification  by  each  of  the  parties  re¬ 
specting  such  witnesses  as  shall  be  avail¬ 
able  for  cross-examination,  shall  be 
furnished  on  or  before  December  28, 1962. 

The  hearing  herein  shall  commence  at 
Washington,  D.C.  (unless  the  place  of 
hearing  is  hereafter  changed  pursuant 
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to  a  request  of  the  parties)  on  January  7, 
1963,  at  10  am. 

Released:  October  12,  1962. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  62-10356;  Filed.  Oct.  16,  1962; 
8:52  a.m.] 


[Docket  Nos.  14511,  14616;  FCC  62M-1360] 

DELAWARE  VALLEY  BROADCASTING 
CO.  (WAAT)  ET  AL. 

Order  Continuing  Hearing 

In  re  applications  of  Delaware  Valley 
Broadcasting  Co.  (WAAT),  Trenton, 
New  Jersey,  Docket  No.  14511,  File  No. 
BP-14054;  Asbury  Park  Press,  Inc. 
(WJLK) ,  Asbury  Park,  New  Jersey, 
Docket  No.  14514,  File  No.  BP-14469; 
City  of  Camden  (WCAM) ,  Camden,  New 
Jersey,  Docket  No.  14616,  File  No. 
BP-14638;  for  construction  permits. 

It  is  ordered,  This  12th  day  of  October 
1962,  that  the  hearing  in  the  above-en¬ 
titled  proceeding,  which  heretofore  was 
scheduled  to  commence  October  15,  1962, 
is  continued  to  a  date  to  be  specified  by 
the  presiding  Hearing  Examiner. 

Released:  October  12, 1962. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  62-10357;  Filed,  Oct.  16,  1962; 
8:52  a.m.] 


[Docket  Nos.  14693,  14694;  FCC  62R-67] 

JOHN  A.  EGLE  AND  KLFT  RADIO, 
INC. 

Memorandum  Opinion  and  Order 
Amending  Issues 

In  re  applications  of  John  A.  Egle, 
Golden  Meadow,  Louisiana,  Docket  No. 
14693,  File  No.  BP-15478 ;  KLFT  Radio, 
Inc.,  Golden  Meadow,  Louisiana,  Docket 
No.  14694,  File  No.  BP-15536;  for  con¬ 
struction  permits. 

1.  Petitioner  John  A.  Egle  requests 
that  the  issues  in  this  proceeding  be  en¬ 
larged  by  the  addition  of  seven  issues.1 
The  requested  issues  are  based  upon  the 
relationship  of  two  of  the  principals  of 
KLFT  Radio,  Inc.,  with  Leo  Theriot. 
The  Broadcast  Bureau  opposes  the  peti¬ 
tioner’s  request  on  the  ground  that  the 
designated  standard  comparative  issue 
will  permit  the  petitioner  to  “make  a  full 
showing  on  the  subjects  he  would  cover 
by  the  specific  issues  suggested.” 

2.  In  its  Decision  released  March  16, 
1962  (22  RR  237,  32  FCC  599),  the  Com¬ 
mission  revoked  the  license  of  Station 
KLFT  (1600  kc,  1  kilowatt,  daytime  only. 


1  The  Review  Board  has  before  it  for  con¬ 
sideration  (1)  John  A.  Egle’s  petition  to  en¬ 
large  the  issues,  filed  July  27,  1962;  and 
(2)  the  Comments  of  the  Broadcast  Bureau, 
filed  August  15,  1962.  Attached  to  the  peti¬ 
tion  is  the  affidavit  of  John  A.  Egle  attesting 
to  the  facts  alleged  in  the  petition. 


Class  III) ,  Golden  Meadow,  La.  On 
April  13,  1962,  petitioner  John  A.  Egle 
filed  his  application  proposing  to  operate 
on  1600  kc.  Golden  Meadow.  On  May 
9,  1962,  KLFT  Radio,  Inc.,  filed  a  mu¬ 
tually  exclusive  application  proposing  to 
operate  on  the  same  frequency  in  Golden 
Meadow.  By  Order  published  July  12, 
1962  (27  F.R.  6640) ,  these  two  applica¬ 
tions  were  designated  for  hearing  on  the 
standard  comparative  issue. 

3.  KLFT  Radio,  Inc.,  has  entered  into 
an  agreement  with  Leo  Theriot  for  the 
purchase  of  the  physical  assets  of  for¬ 
mer  Station  KLFT.  The  total  price  for 
these  assets  is  fixed  at  $30,000,  payable 
in  equal  annual  installments  over  a  ten 
year  period  with  6  percent  interest.  The 
agreement  does  not  contain  any  default 
in  payment  provisions,  nor  by  its  terms 
does  the  agreement  provide  that  the 
physical  assets  shall  constitute  security 
for  the  unpaid  balance  of  the  purchase 
price.  None  of  the  principals  of  KLFT 
Radio,  Inc.,  has  personally  guaranteed 
payment  of  the  purchase  price.  In  ad¬ 
dition  to  the  purchase  of  physical  as¬ 
sets,  KLFT  Radio,  Inc.,  has  agreed  to 
pay  Theriot  $160  per  month  for  leases 
of  the  transmitter  site  and  studio. 

4.  The  petitioner  does  not  specifically 
allege  that  $30,000  is  an  unreasonably 
low  figure  for  the  physical  assets  of 
former  Station  KLFT.  He  does  allege, 
however,  that  Theriot,  although  once 
willing  to  sell  these  same  assets  to  peti¬ 
tioner  for  $27,500,  suddenly  and  without 
explanation  raised  the  price  to  $53,125.49. 
Petitioner  alleges  that  Theriot  was  ada¬ 
mant  in  his  refusal  to  reduce  the  price 
to  petitioner.  It  appears  to  be  peti¬ 
tioner’s  theory  that  there  may  be  some 
undisclosed  agreements  between  Theriot 
and  KLFT  Radio,  Inc.,  which  would  ac¬ 
count  for  Theriot’s  refusal  to  reduce  the 
price  to  petitioner,  yet  at  the  same  time 
agreeing  to  sell  the  assets  for  a  sub¬ 
stantially  lesser  amount  to  KLFT  Radio, 
Inc.  Heightening  petitioner’s  suspicion 
in  this  regard  are  the  following  facts 
which  petitioner  alleges:  (a)  Diaz,  one 
of  the  principals  in  KLFT  Radio,  Inc.,  is 

'  counsel  for  and  a  close  business  associate 
of  Theroit;  (b)  they  occupy  intercon¬ 
necting  offices  in  the  Theriot  Building; 
(c)  Diaz  is  general  counsel  of  both  banks 
in  which  Theriot  has  an  interest;  (d) 
Kief,  the  other  principal  of  KLFT  Radio, 
Inc.,  is  a  minority  stockholder  in  these 
two  banks.  The  implication  is  inescap¬ 
able,  according  to  petitioner,  that  Theriot 
will  exercise,  through  Diaz  and  Kief, 
substantial  control  over  the  station  pro¬ 
posed  by  KLFT  Radio,  Inc.  Indeed,  it  is 
essential  that  he  do  so,  according  to 
petitioner,  in  view  of  his  sale  of  the  phys¬ 
ical  assets  to  KLFT  Radio,  Inc.,  and  in 
view  of  the  alleged  fact  the  income  of 
former  Station  KLFT  was  such  as  to 
render  it  problematical  whether  the 
earnings  of  the  station  proposed  •  by 
KLFT  Radio,  Inc.,  will  be  sufficient  to 
repay  the  loan. 

5.  KLFT  Radio,  Inc.,  has  not  filed  an 
opposition  pleading,  and,  hence,  for  the 
limited  purpose  of  determining  whether 
the  issues  should  be  enlarged,  the  follow¬ 
ing  allegations  of  fact  must  be  accepted 
as  correct:  (a)  that  Theriot  has  a  close 
business  relationship  with  Diaz  and  Kief ; 
(b)  that  Theriot  insisted  upon  a  higher 


price  in  any  sale  of  the  physical  assets 
to  petitioner  than  the  price  fixed  in  the 
sales  agreement  submitted  with  the  ap¬ 
plication  of  KLFT  Radio,  Inc.;  (c)  that 
in  view  of  the  earnings  of  former  Sta¬ 
tion  KLFT,  the  unsecured  sales  agree¬ 
ment  between  Theriot  and  KLFT  Radio, 
Inc.,  creates  in  Theriot  a  continuing  in¬ 
terest  in  the  fortunes  of  the  station  pro¬ 
posed  by  KLFT  Radio,  Inc.  In  view  of 
these  uncontroverted  allegations,  the 
hearing  issues  in  this  proceeding  will  be 
enlarged  by  the  addition  of  the  issues 
specified  below. 

6.  In  addition  to  the  issues  which  are 
being  added,  petitioner  also  requested 
an  issue  to  determine  whether  KLFT 
Radio,  Inc.,  is  legally  qualified  to  be  a 
licensee  of  the  Commission.  No  specific 
allegations  of  fact  were  made  by  peti¬ 
tioner  in  support  of  this  requested  issue, 
and  the  petitioner  does  not  explain  the 
basis  of  his  request  therefor.  The  re¬ 
quest  for  this  issue  will  therefore  be 
denied. 

7.  We  do  not  agree  with  the  Broadcast 
Bureau  that  the  matters  encompassed  in 
the  issues  which  petitioner  requested  may 
be  determined  pursuant  to  the  standard 
comparative  issue.  The  matters  which 
petitioner  seeks  to  have  explored  relate 
to  the  basic  qualifications  of  KLFT 
Radio,  Inc.,  and  go  beyond  the  factors 
which  are  considered  under  the  standard 
comparative  issue. 

Accordingly,  it  is  ordered,  This  9th  day 
of  October  1962,  That  the  petition  to  en¬ 
large  issues,  filed  July  27,  1962,  by  John 
A.  Egle,  is  granted  to  the  extent  indicated 
herein  and  is  in  all  other  respects  denied ; 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  Order 
of  Designation  herein  (FCC  62-685,  re¬ 
leased  July  3,  1962)  is  amended  by  hav¬ 
ing  the  hearing  issues  read  as  follows: 

1.  To  determine  whether  any  agree¬ 
ments  or  understandings  exist  between 
Leo  Joseph  Theriot  and  KLFT  Radio, 
Inc.,  Edward  Diaz  and  Clerville  Kief, 
Sr.,  or  either  of  them,  relating  to  the 
above-captioned  application  of  KLFT 
Radio,  Inc.,  and  to  its  proposed  station, 
which  have  not  been  disclosed  to  the 
Commission. 

2.  To  determine  whether  the  agree¬ 
ments,  disclosed  or  undisclosed,  between 
Theriot  and  the  above  corporation  or  in¬ 
dividuals  (a)  were  intended  to  constitute 
Theriot  as  an  undisclosed  principal  to 
the  application  of  KLFT  Radio,  Inc.,  or 
to  permit  him  to  exercise  control  of  or 
participate  in  the  operation  of  its  pro¬ 
posed  station;  or  (b)  do,  in  fact,  provide 
Theriot  with  the  opportunityi  to  exercise 
such  control  or  participation. 

3.  To  determine  whether,  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  the  filing  of  its  application  and 
its  communications  with  the  Commission, 
KLFT  Radio,  Inc.,  and  its  principals 
misrepresented  facts  to  the  Commission 
and/or  were  lacking  in  candor. 

4.  To  determine  the  character  qualifi¬ 
cations  of  Edward  Diaz  and  Clerville 
Kief. 

5.  To  determine,  in  the  light  of  the 
evidence  adduced  with  respect  to  the 
foregoing  issues,  whether  KLFT  Radio, 
Inc.,  and  its  principals  are  qualified  to 
be  licensees  of  this  Commission. 

6.  To  determine  on  a  comparative 
basis,  in  the  event  issue  “5”  is  deter- 
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mined  affirmatively,  which  of  the  instant 
proposals  would  best  serve  the  public  in¬ 
terest,  convenience  and  necessity  in  light 
of  the  record  made  with  respect  to  the 
significant  differences  between  the  ap¬ 
plicants  as  to : 

(a)  The  background  and  experience 
of  each  having  a  bearing  on  the  appli¬ 
cant’s  ability  to  own  and  operate  its  pro¬ 
posed  station, 

(b)  The  proposals  of  each  of  the  appli¬ 
cants  with  respect  to  the  management 
and  operation  of  the  proposed  station. 

(c)  The  programming  service  pro¬ 
posed  in  each  of  the  said  applications. 

7.  To  determine,  in  light  of  the  evi¬ 
dence  adduced  with  respect  ot  issue  “6”, 
which  of  the  above-captioned  applica¬ 
tions  should  be  granted. 

Released:  October  11, 1962. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  62-10358:  Filed,  Oct.  16.  1962; 

8:52  ajn.] 


[Docket  Nos.  14708,  14709;  FCC  62M-1353] 

ALFRED  RAY  FUCHS  AND 
C.  M.  ROUSE 

Order  Continuing  Hearing 

In  re  applications  of  Alfred  Ray  Fuchs, 
Grants,  New  Mexico,  Docket  No.  14708, 
File  No.  BP-14516;  C.  M.  Rouse,  Milan, 
New  Mexico,  Docket  No.  14709,  File  No. 
BP-15049;  for  construction  permits. 

Pursuant  to  the  agreements  reached  at 
the  prehearing  conference  held  on  Oc¬ 
tober  10,  1962,  the  evidentiary  hearing 
in  the  above-entitled  proceeding  now 
scheduled  to  begin  on  October  16,  1962, 
is  continued  to  December  17,  1962. 

It  is  so  ordered,  This  the  10th  day  of 
October  1962. 

Released:  October  11,  1962. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  62-10359;  Filed.  Oct.  16,  1962; 

8:52  a.m.] 

[Docket  NO.  14380;  FCC  62M-1359] 

KSAY  BROADCASTING  CO.  . 

Order  Scheduling  Hearing 

In  re  application  of  Grant  R.  Wrathall 
and  Taft  R.  Wrathall  as  Trustee  for 
Grant  R.  Wrathall,  Jr.,  Charlotte  Wrath¬ 
all,  Lawrence  Wrathall  and  Loretta 
Wrathall,  d/b  as  KSAY  Broadcasting 
Company,  San  Francisco,  California, 
Docket  No.  14380,  File  No.  BR-3528;  for 
renewal  of  license  of  Standard  Broadcast 
Station  KSAY. 

The  Hearing  Examiner  having  under 
consideration  a  “Petition  for  Continu¬ 
ance”  filed  by  the  applicant  in  the  above- 
entitled  matter  on  October  8,  1962,  and 

It  appearing  that  the  hearing  in  ques¬ 
tion  has  been  postponed  indefinitely,  and 


It  further  appearing  that  the  applicant 
requests  that  the  hearing  be  continued 
specifically  to  December  17, 1962,  and  the 
date  for  exchange  of  exhibits  be  set  as 
December  10, 1962,  and 
It  further  appearing  that  all  parties 
have  agreed  to  the  granting  of  the  peti¬ 
tion  and  for  immediate  consideration 
thereof, 

It  is  ordered.  This  11th  day  of  October 
1962,  that  the  aforesaid  petition  for  con¬ 
tinuance  is  granted  and  that,  according¬ 
ly,  exhibits  will  be  exchanged  on  or  be¬ 
fore  December  10,  1962,  and  the  hearing 
is  scheduled  for  December  17,  1962,  in 
San  Francisco,  Calif. 

Released:  October  12, 1962. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  62-10360;  Filed.  Oct.  16,  1962; 

8:52  a.m.] 


[Docket  Nos.  14767,  14768;  FCC  62M-1358] 

SMITH  BROADCASTING,  INC.,  AND 
NORTH  ALABAMA  BROADCAST¬ 
ERS,  INC. 

Order  Continuing  Hearing 

In  re  applications  of  Smith  Broadcast¬ 
ing,  Inc.,  Huntsville,  Alabama,  Docket 
No.  14767,  File  No.  BPCT-3012;  North 
Alabama  Broadcasters,  Inc.,  Huntsville, 
Alabama,  Docket  No.  14768,  File  No. 
BPCT-3051;  for  construction  permits  for 
new  television  broadcast  stations  (Chan¬ 
nel  19) . 

Pursuant  to  agreements  reached  at  a 
prehearing  conference  held  on  October 
10,  1962:  It  is  hereby  ordered.  This  11th 
day  of  October  1962,  that  the  following 
procedure  shall  govern  the  further  pro¬ 
ceedings  in  this  case : 

Each  applicant  shall  submit  its  affirm¬ 
ative  case  in  writing  with  respect  to  all 
the  issues  in  this  proceeding,  and  the 
proposed  exhibits  and  testimony  shall  be 
exchanged  on  or  before  December  10, 
1962. 

All  witnesses  responsible  for  the  prep¬ 
aration  of  exhibits  and  testimony  shall 
be  available  for  cross-examination,  and 
notification  by  each  of  the  parties  re¬ 
specting  such  witnesses  as  shall  be  avail¬ 
able  for  cross-examination,  shall  be  fur¬ 
nished  on  or  before  December  27, 1962. 

A  further  prehearing  conference  will 
be  held  herein  at  9:00  a.m.  on  October 
30,  1962,  for  the  purpose  of  reviewing  the 
status  of  this  case  at  that  date  and  to 
resolve  any  pending  questions  regarding 
stipulations,  etc.,  which  may  then  be 
extant. 

The  hearing  herein  shall  commence  in 
Washington,  D.C.  cn  January  16,  1963, 
at  10  a.m. 

Released:  October  12,  1962. 

Federal  Communications 
*  Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  62-10361;  Filed.  Oct.  16,  1962; 

8:53  a.m.] 


[Docket  No.  14294;  FCC  62M-1349] 

STORER  BROADCASTING  CO.  (WJBK) 

Order  Continuing  Prehearing 
Conference 

In  re  application  of  Storer  Broadcast¬ 
ing  Company  (WJBK),  Detroit,  Mich¬ 
igan,  Docket  No.  14294,  File  No.  BP- 
14275;  for  construction  permit. 

Upon  oral  request  of  all  the  parties  to 
this  proceeding; 

It  is  ordered,  This  10th  day  of  October 
1962,  that  the  prehearing  conference 
presently  scheduled  for  October  12,  1962, 
is  postponed  to  October  22,  1962,  at  9 
a.m. 

Released:  October  11,  1962. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  62-10362;  Filed,  Oct.  16,  1962; 
8:53  a.m.] 


[Docket  Nos.  14603,  14604;  FCC  62M-1352] 

WKLM-TV,  INC.,  AND  CAPE  FEAR 
TELECASTING,  INC. 

Order  Continuing  Hearing 

In  re  applications  of  WKLM-TV,  Inc., 
Wilmington,  North  Carolina,  Docket  No. 
14603,  File  No.  BPCT-2905;  Cape  Fear 
Telecasting,  Inc.,  Wilmington,  North 
Carolina,  Docket  No.  14604,  File  No. 
BPCT-2938;  For  construction  permits 
for  new  television  broadcast  stations 
(Channel  3). 

It  has  come  to  the  attention  of  this 
Examiner  that  a  conflict  in  hearing  dates 
on  the  part  of  counsel  for  WKLM-TV, 
Inc.,  has  developed.  It  appears  that  this 
counsel  is  engaged  in  an  extended,  mul¬ 
ti-party  television  proceeding  already 
underway  and  that  the  presently  sched¬ 
uled  date  of  November  13,  1962,  for  com¬ 
mencement  of  hearing  in  the  instant 
proceeding  occurs  at  a  time  when  his 
personal  participation  in  the  other  tele¬ 
vision  hearing  will  be  essential  to  the 
expeditious  conclusion  thereof.  In  view 
of  the  obvious  public  interest  in  having 
the  previously  designated  and  started 
matter  brought  to  an  early  conclusion, 
the  Examiner  deems  it  desirable,  on  his 
own  motion,  to  further  postpone  the 
commencement  of  hearing  in  the  instant 
case  until  the  earliest  practicable  date 
which  will  permit  attendance  of  all 
counsel  in  light  of  their  present  sched¬ 
ules. 

Accordingly,  it  is  ordered.  This  10th 
day  of  October  1962,  on  the  Examiner’s 
own  motion,  that  the  hearing  hereto¬ 
fore  scheduled  for  November  13,  1962, 
in  this  proceeding,  is  postponed  to  De¬ 
cember  11,  1962,  at  10  a.m.,  in  the  offices 
of  the  Commission  at  Washington,  D.C. 

Released:  October  11,  1962. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[FH.  Doc.  62-10363;  Filed,  Oct.  16,  1962; 

8:53  a.m.] 
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Wednesday,  October  17,  1962 

FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION 

MEMBERS  OF  BRAZIL/UNITED  STATES 
COFFEE  AGREEMENT  ET  AL. 

Notice  of  Agreements  Filed  for 
Approval 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  described  agreemnts  have  been  filed 
with  the  Commission  for  approval  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  15  of  the  Shipping  Act, 
1916  (39  Stat.  733;  75  Stat.  763;  46  U.S.C. 
814) : 

Agreement  8505-2,  between  the  ten  (10) 
carriers  which  are  the  present  parties 
to  the  Brazil/United  States  Coffee  Agree¬ 
ment,  modifies  approved  Agreement 
8505,  as  amended,  which  covers  an  ar¬ 
rangement  for  pooling  and  division  of 
the  revenues  derived  from  the  total  cof¬ 
fee  transported  by  such  carriers  in  the 
trade  from  Brazil  to  U.S.  Atlantic  and 
Gulf  ports.  Agreement  8505-2,  provides 
for  (1)  the  withdrawal  of  Scansa  Line 
as  a  party  to  Agreement  8505,  as 
amended,  by  virtue  of  that  line’s  resigna¬ 
tion  from  membership  in  the  Brazil/ 
United  States-Canada  Freight  Confer¬ 
ence  (Agreement  59,  as  amended),  the 
governing  conference  in  the  trade,  (2) 
the  revision  of  the  percentage  participa¬ 
tion  of  the  remaining  parties  to  the  pool¬ 
ing  arrangement  as  a  result  of  the  elim¬ 
ination  of  Scansa  Line  as  a  party 
thereto,  and  (3)  substitution  of  Empresa 
Lineas  Maritimas  Argentinas  (E.L.M.A.), 
a  new  Argentine  company,  as  a  party  to 
the  agreement,  in  lieu  of  Flota  Mercante 
del  Estado  (Argentine  State  Line)  Flota 
Argentina  de  Navegacion  de  Ultramar 
(F.A.N.U.)  Combined,  two  former  Ar¬ 
gentine  companies  which  have  been 
merged  and  now  operate  as  the  said  new 
company. 

Agreement  8989,  between  Grace  Line, 
Inc.,  and  Flota  Mercante  Grancolom- 
biana,  S.A.,  covers  a  through  billing  ar¬ 
rangement  in  the  trade  from  U.S.  Atlan¬ 
tic  Coast  ports  to  ports  in  the  West  Coast 
of  Central  America  and  Mexico,  with 
transshipment  at  Cristobal  or  Balboa, 
Canal  Zone. 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  these 
agreements  and  obtain  copies  thereof 
at  the  Bureau  of  Foreign  Regulation, 
Federal  Maritime  Commission,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.,  and  may  submit  within  20  days 
after  publication  of  this  notice  in  the 
Federal  Register,  written  statements 
with  reference  to  either  of  these  agree¬ 
ments  and  their  position  as  to  approval, 
disapproval,  or  modification,  together 
with  request  for  hearing  should  such 
hearing  be  desired. 

Dated:  October  12, 1962. 

By  order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission. 

Thomas  Lisi, 
Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  62-10366;  Filed,  Oct.  16,  1962; 

8:53  a.m.] 


[No.  1073] 

PORT  OF  SEATTLE,  WASHINGTON 

Investigation  of  Reduced  Wharfage 

Charges  on  Direct  Transfer  Freight 

•  On  October  1, 1962,  the  Port  of  Seattle, 
Washington,  a  furnisher  of  “wharfage, 
dock,  warehouse,  or  other  terminal  fa¬ 
cilities  in  connection  with  a  common  car¬ 
rier  by  water”  within  the  meaning  of 
section  1  of  the  Shipping  Act,  1916, 
issued  fifth  revised  page  31-M  of  its 
Terminal  Tariff  No.  2-D  which  provides 
in  Item  1008  that  the  wharfage  charge 
on  “Metals,  Viz:  Aluminum,  Copper, 
Iron,  Lead,  Zinc  in  Bars,  Blisters,  Ingots, 
Slabs,  Pigs  or  Sheets”  handled  directly 
between  open  rail  cars,  barges  or  lighters 
and  vessels  would  be  reduced  from  80 
cents  to  40  cents  per  net  ton  (or  cubic 
feet).  Said  revised  page  was  issued  to 
become  effective  October  7,  1962. 

It  appears  that  said  revised  page  was 
filed  by  the  Port  of  Seattle,  Washington, 
to  meet  the  competition  of  the  Port  of 
Everett,  Washington,  which  filed  a  re¬ 
vised  tariff  page  reducing  wharfage 
charges  on  all  direct  transfer  freight  by 
50  percent  effective  October  7,  1962.  By 
order  of  the  Commission  dated  Septem¬ 
ber  19,  1962,  Docket  No.  1071  was  insti¬ 
tuted  to  investigate  said  reduction  in 
wharfage  rates  filed  by  the  Port  of 
Everett. 

The  Commission  has  considered  the 
reduced  rate  filed  by  the  Port  of  Seattle 
and.  the  possible  effect  the  reduced  rate 
could  have  on  shippers  moving  ocean 
traffic  through  ports  in  the  states  of 
Washington  and  Oregon  and  has  con¬ 
cluded  that  the  matter  warrants  investi¬ 
gation.  Accordingly  the  Commission, 
pursuant  to  section  22  of  the  Shipping 
Act,  hereby  institutes  upon  its  own  mo¬ 
tion  an  investigation  to  determine  (1) 
whether  the  reduced  wharfage  rate  of 
the  Port  of  Seattle  would  make  or  give 
any  undue  or  unreasonable  preference  or 
advantage  to  any  particular  person, 
locality,  or  description  of  traffic  in  any 
respect  whatsoever,  or  subject  any  par¬ 
ticular  person,  locality,  or  description  of 
traffic  to  any  undue  or  unreasonable 
prejudice  or  disadvantage  in  any  respect 
whatsoever  within  the  meaning  of  sec¬ 
tion  16,  First  of  the  Shipping  Act,  (2) 
whether  the  reduced  wharfage  rate  is  an 
unjust  or  unreasonable  regulation  or 
practice  relating  to  or  connected  with  the 
receiving,  handling,  storing,  or  deliver¬ 
ing  of  property  within  the  meaning  of 
section  17  of  the  Shipping  Act;  and  (3) 
what  change,  if  any,  the  Commission 
should  order  in  said  reduced  wharfage 
rate  of  the  Port  of  Seattle. 

The  Port  of  Seattle,  Washington,  is 
hereby  made  respondent  in  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  and  the  matter  is  assigned  for 
hearing  before  an  examiner  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Office  of  Hearing  Examiners  at 
a  date  and  place  to  be  announced  by  the 
Chief  Examiner.  Because  of  the  inter¬ 
dependence  of  the  issues  in  this  proceed¬ 
ing  and  in  Docket  No.  1071,  the  two  pro¬ 
ceedings  are  hereby  consolidated. 

This  order  and  notice  of  hearing  shall 
be  published  in  the  Federal  Register  ;  a 


copy  of  this  order  and  a  notice  of  hear¬ 
ing  shall  be  served  upon  all  respondents 
in  these  consolidated  proceedings. 

By  order  of  the  Commission,  October 
11,  1962. 

I  seal  1  Thomas  Lisi, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  62-10368;  Filed,  Oct.  16,  1962; 
8:53  a.m.] 


WILHELMSEN  LINE  AND  SWEDISH 
AMERICAN  LINE 

Notice  of  Agreement  Filed  for 
Approval 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  described  agreement  has  been  filed 
with  the  Commission  for  approval  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  15  of  the  Shipping  Act, 
1916  (39  Stat.  733;  75  Stat.  763;  46  U.S.C. 
814) : 

Agreement  8920,  between  the  carriers 
comprising  the  Wilhelmsen  Line  joint 
service  (operating  under  approved  joint 
service  Agreement  7589,  as  amended) 
and  Swedish  American  Line,  provides 
for  the  establishment  and  maintenance 
of  agreed  rates,  charges  and  practices 
for  on  in  connection  with  the  transporta¬ 
tion  of  cargo  by  the  parties  in  the  trade 
from  Continental  European  Ports  (be¬ 
tween  Hamburg  and  Bayonne  both  in¬ 
clusive,  including  all  cargo  originating  at, 
moving  through  or  transhipped  at  said 
ports,  and  transported  on  vessels  of  the 
parties) ,  to  U.S.  South  Atlantic  and  Gulf 
ports. 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  this 
agreement  and  obtain  copies  thereof  at 
the  Bureau  of  Foreign  Regulation,  Fed¬ 
eral  Maritime  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.,  and  may  submit  within  20  days 
after  publication  of  this  notice  in  the 
Federal  Register,  written  statements 
with  reference  to  the  agreement  and 
their  position  as  to  approval,  disap¬ 
proval,  or  modification,  together  with 
request  for  hearing  should  such  hearing 
be  desired. 

Dated:  October  12, 1962. 

By  order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission. 

Thomas  Lisi, 
Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  62-10367;  Filed,  Oct.  16,  1962; 

8:53  a.m.] 


FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 

[Docket  No.  G-7160] 

GULF  OIL  CORP. 

Notice  of  Applications  To  Amend 
Certificate  Authorization 

October  10,  1962. 

Take  notice  that  on  December  30, 1960, 
on  April  20,  1961,  and  on  December  29, 
1961,  Gulf  Oil  Corporation,  Operator 
(Gulf)  filed  three  separate  applications 
to  amend  the  certificate  authorization  is¬ 
sued  to  it  in  Docket  No.  G-7160,  as  pre¬ 
viously  amended,  by  deleting  therefrom 
authorization  to  render  natural  gas  serv- 
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ice  to  Permian  Basin  Pipeline  Company 
(now  Northern  Natural  Gas  Company) 
(Purchaser)  from  certain  acreages  and 
pursuant  to  certain  supplemental  gas 
rate  filings  as  hereinafter  described,  all 
as  more  fully  described  in  the  respective 
applications  for  amendment  which  are 
on  file  with  the  Commission  and  open  to 
public  inspection. 

Gulf’s  original  authorization  in  Docket 
No.  G-7160  (order  issued  November  15, 
1955,  Docket  Nos.  G-3183,  et  al.)  author¬ 
ized  the  sale  of  natural  gas  from  the 
Eumont,  Jalmat,  Blinebry  and  Tubbs 
Fields,  Lea  County,  New  Mexico,  to 
Permian  Basin  Pipeline  Company,  now 
Northern  Natural  Gas  Company,  pur¬ 
suant  to  a  gas  sales  contract  dated  Feb¬ 
ruary  18,  1952,  as  amended,  on  file  with 
the  Commission  as  Gulf  Oil  Corpora¬ 
tion  FPC  Gas  Rate  Schedule  No.  15,  as 
supplemented. 

The  amendment  filed  December  30, 

1960,  requests  deletion  of  the  Eaves, 
Brunson  and  C.  L.  Hardy  Leases  located 
in  the  Eumont  Gas  Pool.  Letter  agree¬ 
ments  between  Gulf  and  Purchaser  re¬ 
leasing  this  acreage  were  concurrently 
filed,  accepted  as  notices  of  cancellation 
and  designated  as  Supplement  Nos.  20 
and  21  to  Gulf’s  FPC  Gas  Rate  Schedule 
No.  15. 

The  amendment  filed  April  20,  1961, 
requests  deletion  of  the  Arnott-Ramsey 
(NCT-A)  Lease  located  in  the  Jalmat 
Gas  Pool.  The  letter  agreement  releas¬ 
ing  this  acreage,  concurrently  filed,  was 
accepted  as  notice  of  cancellation  and 
designated  as  Supplement  No.  22  to 
Gulf’s  FPC  Gas  Rate  Schedule  No.  15. 
The  amendment  filed  December  29, 

1961,  requests  deletion  of  the  Bell  &  Bell 
State  and  the  J.  W.  Smith  Leases  (down 
to  and  including  the  Queen  Zone)  located 
in  the  Eumont  Gas  Pool,  Lea  County, 
New  Mexico.  The  letter  agreement  re¬ 
leasing  this  acreage,  concurrently  filed  as 
part  of  Gulf’s  notice  of  cancellation  of 
this  portion  of  its  basic  contract  with 
Purchaser,  is  designated  as  Supplement 
No.  25  to  Gulf’s  FPC  Gas  Rate  Schedule 
No.  15. 

Each  of  the  subject  applications  for 
amendment  states  that  the  producing 
pressures  of  the  wells  on  the  acreages 
specified  have  declined  to  the  extent  that 
the  gas  available  no  longer  meets  the 
contract  requirements  for  delivery  to 
Purchaser,  resulting  in  the  related  mu¬ 
tual  agreements  between  Gulf  and  Pur¬ 
chaser  for  the  release  of  the  subject 
acreages  from  the  whole  dedication 
under  the  basic  contract. 

Protests,  petitions  to  intervene  or  re¬ 
quests  for  hearing  on  these  matters  may 
be  filed  with  the  Federal  Power  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington  25,  D.C.,  in  accordance 
with  the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice 
and  procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  on  or 
before  October  31, 1962. 

Joseph  H.  Gutride, 
Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  62-10324:  Filed.  Oct.  16,  1962; 

8:46  a.m.] 


[Docket  No.  G— 19888  etc.] 

PRODUCING  PROPERTIES,  INC.,  ET  AL. 

Order  Substituting  Respondent,  Re¬ 
designating  Proceedings,  and  Ac¬ 
cepting  Successor’s  Corporate  Un¬ 
dertaking 

October  10, 1962. 

Producing  Properties,  Inc.,  (Operator) , 
et  al.  (formerly  Shoreline  Petroleum  Cor¬ 
poration  (Operator)  et  al.  Docket  Nos. 
G-19888,  RI60-348,  and  RI61-79;  Pro¬ 
ducing  Properties,  Inc.,  et  al.  (formerly 
Shoreline  Petroleum  Corporation,  et  al, 
G-19902  and  RI60-347. 

On  August  25,  1961,  Producing  Prop¬ 
erties,  Inc.  (Producing  Properties)  and 
Shoreline  Petroleum  Corporation 
(Shoreline)  filed  joint  motions  to  substi¬ 
tute  Producing  Properties  for  Shoreline 
in  the  above-designated  proceedings. 
Concurrent  with  such  motions,  Produc¬ 
ing  Properties  filed  a  corporate  agree¬ 
ment  and  undertaking  assuming  all  obli¬ 
gations  to  make  refunds  arising  on  or 
after  the  proposed  increased  rates  be¬ 
came  effective,  subject  to  refund,  in  the 
above-designated  proceedings.  Pro¬ 
ducing  Properties  and  Shoreline,  in  sup¬ 
port  of  the  motions  to  substitute,  state 
that  Producing  Properties  has  acquired 
all  of  Shoreline’s  interest  in  the  assets, 
properties  and  contracts  covered  by 
Shoreline’s  FPC  Gas  Rate  Schedules  Nos. 
2,  11,  and  21,  to  which  the  above-desig¬ 
nated  proceedings  relate.1 

Concurrently  with  the  filing  of  the 
joint  motions  to  substitute.  Producing 
Properties  filed  its  Certificate  of  Adop¬ 
tion  of  Rate  Schedules  (notices  of  suc¬ 
cession)  covering  Shoreline’s  FPC  Gas 
Rate  Schedules  Nos.  2,  11,  and  21.  By 
letter  dated  October  27,  1961,  the  adop¬ 
tion  was  accepted  for  filing  to  be  effective 
as  of  July  15,  1961,  and  Shoreline’s  FPC 
Gas  Rate  Schedules  Nos.  2,  11,  and  21 
were  redesignated  as  Producing  Proper¬ 
ties  FPC  Gas  Rate  Schedules  Nos.  34,  42, 
and  51  respectively. 

The  Commission  finds:  It  is  necessary 
and  proper  in  carrying  out  the  provisions 
of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  that  Producing 
Properties  be  substituted  for  Shoreline 
as  Respondent  in  the  above- designated 
proceedings,  that  the  proceedings  be  re¬ 
designated  accordingly,  and  that  the 
agreement  and  undertaking  filed  by  Pro¬ 
ducing  Properties  assuming  the  obliga¬ 
tions  heretofore  undertaken  by  Shore¬ 
line,  in  said  proceedings,  be  accepted  for 
filing  in  lieu  of  the  undertakings  previ¬ 
ously  filed  by  Shoreline. 

The  Commission  orders: 

(A)  Producing  Properties,  Inc.,  is  here¬ 
by  substituted  for  Shoreline  Petroleum 
Corporation  as  Respondent  in  the  pro¬ 
ceedings  in  Docket  Nos.  G-19888,  G- 

i  Rate  Schedule  No.  2  relates  to  Docket 
Nos.  G— 19002  and  RI60-347;  Rate  Schedule 
No.  11  relates  to  Docket  Nos.  G-19888  and 
RI60-348;  <and  Rate  Schedule  No.  21  relates 
to  Docket  No.  RI61-79. 


19902,  RI60-347,  RICO-348,  and  RI61-79, 
and  said  proceedings  are  redesignated 
accordingly. 

(B)  The  agreement  and  undertaking 
filed  by  Producing  Properties,  Inc.  on  Au¬ 
gust  25,  1961,  assuming  all  of  Shoreline 
Petroleum  Corporation’s  obligations  to 
make  refunds  arising  on  or  after  the 
proposed  increased  rates  became  effective 
subject  to  refund  in  Docket  Nos.  G- 
19888,  G-19902,  RI60-347,  RI60-348,  and 
RI61-79,  is  accepted  for  filing. 

(C)  Producing  Properties,  Inc.  shall 
comply  with  the  refunding  and  reporting 
procedure  required  by  the  Natural  Gas 
Act  and  §  154.102  of  the  regulations 
thereunder,  and  the  agreement  and  un¬ 
dertaking  assuming  the  refund  obliga¬ 
tions  in  Docket  Nos.  G-19888,  G-19902, 
RI60-347,  RI60-348  and  RI61-79  shall 
remain  in  full  force  and  effect  until  dis¬ 
charged  by  the  Commission. 

By  the  Commission. 

Joseph  H.  Gutride, 
Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  62-10325;  Filed,  Oct.  16,  1962; 

8:46  a.m.] 


[Docket  Nos.  RI63-91  etc.] 

SUNRAY  DX  OIL  CO.  ET  AL. 

Order  Providing  for  Hearings  on  and 
Suspension  of  Proposed  Changes  in 
Rates;  Accepting  and  Permitting 
Proposed  Rate  Filing  To  Become 
Effective  1 

October  10,  1962. 

Sunray  DX  Oil  Company,  Docket  No. 
RI63-91;  The  Atlantic  Refining  Com¬ 
pany,  (Operator),  et  al.,  Docket  No. 
RI63-92;  The  Atlantic  Refining  Com¬ 
pany,  Docket  No.  RI63-93;  Humble  Oil 
&  Refining  Company,  Docket  No.  RI63- 
94;  Humble  Oil  &  Refining  Company, 
(Operator),  et  al.,  Docket  No.  RI63-95; 
Hiawatha  Oil  and  Gas  Company,  Docket 
No.  RI63-96;  Mayfair  Minerals,  Inc., 
Docket  No.  RI63-97;  Dorothy  Hewit 
Blakeney,  et  al.,  Docket  No.  RI63-98; 
Hunt  Oil  Company,  Docket  No.  RI63-99; 
Hidalgo  Gas  Production  Corporation, 
Docket  No.  RI63-100;  Preston  Oil  Com¬ 
pany,  Docket  No.  RI63-101;  Barnwell 
Drilling  Company,  Inc.,  Docket  No.  RI63- 
102;  McAlester  Fuel  Company,  Docket 
No.  RI63-103;  Hassie  Hunt  Trust,  Docket 
No.  RI63-104;  Hunt  Oil  Company  (Oper¬ 
ator),  et  al..  Docket  No.  RI63-105;  Sohio 
Petroleum  Company,  Docket  No. 
RI63-106. 

The  above-named  Respondents  have 
tendered  for  filing  proposed  changes  in 
presently  effective  rate  schedules  for 
sales  of  natural  gas  subject  to  the  juris¬ 
diction  of  the  Commission.  The  pro¬ 
posed  changes  are  designated  as  follows: 

1  This  order  does  not  provide  for  the  con¬ 
solidation  for  hearing  or  disposition  of  the 
several  matters  covered  herein,  nor  should 
it  be  so  construed. 


Wednesday ,  October  17,  1962 
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Rate 

Sup- 

Amount 

Date 

Effective 

date 

Datesus-  _ 

Cents  per  Mcf 

Rate  in 
effect  sub- 

Docket 

No. 

Respondent 

sched¬ 

ule 

No. 

pie- 

ment 

No. 

Purchaser  and  producing  area  < 

)f  annual 
increase 

filing 

tendered 

unless 

sus¬ 

pended 

pended 

until— 

Rate  in 
effect 

Proposed 

increased 

rate 

ject  to 
refund  in 
docket 

Nos. 

R 163-01 - 

Sunray  DX  Oil  Co., 

122 

13 

Texas  Eastern  Transmission  Corp. 

$64 

9-12-62 

>11-  1-62 

4-  1-63 

16. 4161  * 

'  * 16. 6212 

R 162-30 

P.O.  Box  2039, 

Tulsa  2,  Okla. 

Sunray  DX  Oil  Co.... 

126 

10 

(Greenwood  Waskon  Field,  Caddo 
Parish,  La.). 

Texas  Eastern  Transmission  Corp. 

198 

9-13-62 

>11-  1-62 

4-  1-63 

16. 4161  > 

'  *  16. 6212 

RI62-55 

. do . 

127 

11  . 

(Bethany  Longstreet  Field,  DeSoto 
Parish,  La.). 

132 

9-12-62 

>11-  1-62 

4-  1-63 

16. 4161  ! 

'  « 16. 6212 

1  *20.7 

RI62-55 

. do _ _ 

132 

10 

United  Fuel  Gas  Co.  (Cole’s  Gully 
Field,  Acadia  Parish,  La.). 

United  Fuel  Gas  Co.  (Valentine  Field, 
LaFourche  Parish,  La.). 

United  Fuel  Gas  Co.  (Midland  Esther- 

664 

9-12-62 

>11-  1-62 

4-  1-63 

20.3 

RI62-32 

178 

6 

1,131 

32,051 

9-12-62 

>11-  1-62 

4-  1-63 

4-  1-63 

20.3 

»*20.7 

*  *20.7 

R 162-32 

RI62-78 

RI63-92 _ 

The  Atlantic  Refining 

63 

15 

9-11-62 

>11-  1-62 

20.3 

R 163-93 _ 

Co.  (Operator),  et 
al„  P.O.  Box  2819, 
Dallas  21,  Tex. 

The  Atlantic  Refining 

166 

11 

wood  Field,  Acadia  Parish,  La.). 

United  Fuel  Gas  Co.  (Bourg  Field, 

46 

9-11-62 

>11-  1-62 

4-  1-63 

20.3 

*  *20.7 

RI62-77 

R 163-94 _ 

Co. 

ITumble  Oil  &  Refln- 

24 

12 

Terrebonne  and  LaFourche  Parish, 
La.). 

United  Fuel  Gas  Co.  (Cameron  Mead- 

10, 873 

9-14-62 

>11-  1-62 

4-  1-63 

20.3 

*  *20.7 

RI62-82 

ing  Co.,  P.O.  Box 
2180,  Houston  1, 

25 

12 

ows  Field,  Cameron  Parish,  La.). 
United  Fuel  Gas  Co.  (Ellis  Field, 

900 

9-14-62 

>11-  1-62 

4-  1-63 

20.3 

*  *20.7 

R 162-82 

Tex. 

Humble  Oil  &  Refin- 

26 

12 

Acadia  Parish,  La.). 

United  Fuel  Gas  Co.  (Avery  Island 

8, 281 

9-14-62 

>11-  1-62 

4-  1-63 

20.3 

»  *20.7 

R 162-82 

R 163-94 _ 

ing  Co. 

_ do . . 

135 

6 

Field,  Iberia  Parish,  La.). 

United  Fuel  Gas  Co.  (Florence  Field, 

10,692 

9-14-62 

> 11-  1-62 

4-  1-63 

20.3 

*»20.7 

R 162-82 

. do . 

145 

4 

Vermilion  Parish,  La.). 

United  Fuel  Gas  Co.  (Go-Around 

1,812 

9-13-62 

>  11-  1-62 

4-  1-63 

20.3 

**20.7 

R 162-82 

151 

3 

Bayou  Field,  Cameron  Parish, 
La.). 

Texas  Eastern  Transmission  Corp. 

145 

9-13-62 

» 11-  1-62 

4-  1-63 

15.2 

*‘15.4 

RI62-102 

RI63-95.... 

Humble  Oil  &  Re- 

166 

3 

(Southeast  Joaquin  Field,  Shelby 
County,  Tex.)  (R.R.  District 
No.  6). 

United  Fuel  Gas  Co.  (Calcasieu  Pass 

2,459 

9-13-62 

> 11-  1-62 

4-  1-63 

20.3 

13  20. 7 

R 162-83 

R 163-96 _ 

fining  Co.  (Opera¬ 
tor)  et  al. 

Hiawatha  Oil  and  Oas 

6 

9 

Field,  Cameron  Parish,  La.). 

Texas  Eastern  Transmission  Corp. 

79 

9-17-62 

> 11-  1-62 

4-  1-63 

16. 6411 

>**16.7462 

RI62-129 

R 163-97 _ 

Co.,  Benedum-Trees 
Bldg.,  Pittsburgh 
22,  Pa. 

Mayfair  Minerals, 

2 

6 

(Green wood- Waskom  Field,  Caddo 
Parish,  La.). 

Texas  Eastern  Transmission  Corp. 

1,320 

9-10-62 

> 11-  1-62 

4-  1-63 

15.2 

*  *  15. 4 

R 162-74 

RI63-98— . 

Inc..  P.O.  Box  940, 
McAllen,  Tex. 
Dorothy  Hcwit  Bla- 
keney,  et  al.,  Bee- 

1 

1 

1  7 

8 

(Hidalgo  Field,  Hidalgo  County, 
Tex.)  (R.R.  District  No.  4). 

Tennessee  Gas  Transmission  Co . 

(Roche  Field,  Refugio  County, 

9, 975 

9-11-62 

9-11-62 

« 10-12-62 
*  10-12-62 

3-12-63 

11.02818 

11.02818 

(**) 

*  *  15. 33333 

RI63-99.... 

ville,  Tex. 

Hunt  Oil  Co.,  700 

35 

6 

Tex.)  (R.R.  District  No.  2). 

Texas  Eastern  Transmission  Corp. 

301 

9-19-62 

> 11-  1-62 

4-  1-63 

15.2 

*  ‘  15. 4 

RI62-143 

R 163- 100... 

Mercantile  Bank 
Bldg.,  Dallas  1,  Tex. 

Hunt  Oil  Co . 

Hidalgo  Gas  Produc- 

38 

1 

7 

6 

(South  Nome  Field,  Jefferson 
County,  Tex.)  (R.R.  District 
No.  3). 

Texas  Eastern  Transmission  Corp. 
(Woodlawn  Field,  Harrison  County, 
Tex.)  (R.R.  District  No.  6). 

Texas  Eastern  Transmission  Corp. 

156 

781 

9-19-62 

9-19-62 

» 11-  1-62 

» 11-  1-72 

4-  1-63 

4-  1-63 

14.  5252 

15.2 

*  *  14.  7284 

* « 15.  4 

R 162- 138 

tion  Corp.,  700  Mer¬ 
cantile  Bank  Bldg., 
Dallas  1,  Tex. 

2 

6 

(Mercedes  Field,  Hidalgo  County, 
Tex.)  (R.R.  District  No.  4). 

Texas  Eastern  Transmission  Corp. 

272 

9-19-62 

> 11-  1-62 

4-  1-63 

15.2 

*  ‘  15.  4 

R 162-138 

RI63-101... 

Hidalgo  Gas  Produc¬ 
tion  Corp. 

Preston  Oil  Co.,  P.O. 

27 

1 

(Agua  Dulce  Field,  Nueces  County, 
Tex.)  (R.R.  District  No.  4). 

United  Fuel  Gas  Co.,  (North  Crow- 

,  5,840 

9-20-62 

>  11-  1-62 

4-  1-63 

20.3 

»*20.7 

RI63-102... 

Box  2319,  Columbus 
16,  Ohio. 

Barnwell  Drilling  Co., 

1 

•  9 

ley  Field,  Acadia  Parish,  La.). 

Texas  Eastern  Transmission  Corp. 

790 

9-13-62 

‘ 11-  1-62 

4-  1-63 

(  *  10  a  i 

j  14  (  10  11  -j 

'1  14. 63125/ 

r  i « 10  u  i 

RI63-103.. 

Inc.,  Beck  Bldg., 
Shreveport,  La. 
McAlester  Fuel  Co., 

3 

7 

(Fort  Lynn  Field,  Miller  County, 
Ark.).* 

_ do.8 . . 

200 

9-21-62 

« 11-  1-62 

4-  1-63 

\  14.43125/ 

/  »»  1 

\ 

R 162-300 

RI63-104... 

P.O.  Box  210,  Mag¬ 
nolia,  Ark. 

.  Hassie  Hunt  Trust, 

4 

17 

Texas  Eastern  Transmission  Corp. 

1,881 

9-19-62 

‘  11-  1-62 

4-  1-63 

l  14.475  J 

16.  4161 

\  14.675  J 

*  *  16. 6212 

f 

R 162-141 

RI63-105... 

700  Mercantile  Bank 
Bldg.,  Dallas  1,  Tex. 
.  Hunt  Oil  Co.  (Opera- 

28 

11 

(Lisbon  Field,  Claiborne  Parish, 
La.). 

Texas  Eastern  'Transmission  Corp. 

2,664 

9-19-62 

« 11-  1-62 

4-  1-63 

16. 4161 

*  *  16. 6212 

RI62-142 

RI63-106 

tor),  et  al. 

Sohio  Petroleum  Co., 

35 

10 

(Greenwood-Waskom  Field,  Caddo 
Parish,  La.). 

60 

9-24-62 

‘ 11-  1-62 

4-  1-63 

16. 4161 

*1 2  3 4 5 * * 8 * 10 11 12 16. 6212 

R 162-263 

970  First  National 
Annex,  Oklahoma 
City,  Okla.,  Attn: 
Mr.  R.  F.  Rem- 
mers. 

1  The  stated  effective  date  is  the  effective  date  proposed  by  respondent. 

2  Periodic  rate  increase. 

3  Pressure  base  is  15.025  psia. 

4  Pressure  base  is  14.65  psia. 

5  The  stated  effective  date  is  the  first  day  after  expiration  of  the  required  statutory  notice. 

3  Redetermined  rate  increase. 

:  Amendment  which  establishes  that  prioe  redetermination  must  be  completed  at  least  6  months,  instead  of  3  months,  prior  to  the  beginning,  of  period  for  which  redetcr- 
mination  is  desired. 

8  Adjacent  to  Texas  R.R.  District  No.  6.  There  is  no  established  ceiling  for  increased  rates  for  gas  sold  in  Arkansas. 

#  Barnwell  shows  0.5  cents  per  Mcf  for  amortization  and  gathering  deducted  by  buyer,  but  contract  does  not  so  provide,  and  delivery  is  at  buyer’s  main  transmission  line. 

10  Subject  to  downward  Btu  adjustment  for  gas  containing  less  than  1000  Btu  per  cu.  ft. 

11  Includes  0.13125  cent  per  Mcf  Arkansas  Severance  Tax  Reimbursement. 

12  Includes  Tax  Reimbursement  of  0.175  cent  per  Mcf  (Arkansas  Severance  Tax  and  Conservation  Assessment). 
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NOTICES 


As  no  certificate  authorization  is  re¬ 
quired  in  conjunction  with  the  amend¬ 
ment  to  the  basic  gas  sales  contract  of 
Dorothy  Hewit  Blakeney,  et  al.,  (Blake- 
ney) ,  which  changes  the  period  for  con¬ 
cluding  price  determination  by  arbitra¬ 
tion  from  three  months  to  six  months 
prior  to  the  beginning  of  such  redeter¬ 
mination,  it  appears  that  such  amend¬ 
ment  should  be  accepted  for  filing  and 
permitted  to  become  effective  as  of  Octo¬ 
ber  12,  1962,  upon  expiration  of  the 
statutory  notice. 

All  of  the  proposed  increased  rates 
listed  herein  exceed  the  applicable  area 
price  levels  set  forth  in  the  Commission’s 
Statement  of  General  Policy  No.  61-1, 
as  amended  (18  CFR  Ch.  I,  Part  2, 

§  2.56)* 

The  proposed  changed  rates  and 
charges  may  be  unjust,  unreasonable, 
unduly  discriminatory,  or  preferential, 
or  otherwise  unlawful. 

The  Commission  finds : 

(1)  The  contract  amendment  of 
Dorothy  Hewit  Blakeney,  et  al.,  desig¬ 
nated  as  Supplement  No.  7  to  Blakeney’s 
FPC  Gas  Rate  Schedule  No.  1,  should 
be  accepted  for  filing  and  permitted  to 
become  effective  as  of  October  12,  1962. 

(2)  It  is  necessary  and  proper  in  the 
public  interest  and  to  aid  in  the  enforce¬ 
ment  of  the  provisions  of  the  Natural 
Gas  Act  that  the  Commission  enter  upon 
hearings  concerning  the  lawfulness  of 
the  several  proposed  changes  and  that 
the  above-designated  supplements  be 
suspended  and  the  use  thereof  deferred 
as  hereinafter  ordered. 

The  Commission  orders: 

(A)  Supplement  No.  7  to  Blakeney’s 
FPC  Gas  Rate  Schedule  No.  1  is  hereby 
accepted  for  filing  and  permitted  to  take 
effect  as  of  October  12, 1962. 

(B)  Pursuant  to  the  authority  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act,  particularly  sections 
4  and  15  thereof,  the  Commission’s  rules 
of  practice  and  procedure,  and  the  reg¬ 
ulations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18 
CFR  Ch.  I) ,  public  hearings  shall  be  held 
upon  dates  to  be  fixed  by  notices  from 
the  Secretary  concerning  the  lawfulness 
of  the  several  proposed  increased  rates 
and  charges  contained  in  the  above- 
designated  supplements. 

(C)  Pending  hearings  and  decisions 
thereon,  the  above-designated  rate  sup¬ 
plements  are  hereby  suspended  and  the 
use  thereof  deferred  until  the  date  in¬ 
dicated  in  the  above  “Date  Suspended 
Until”  column  and  thereafter  until  such 
further  time  as  they  are  made  effective 
in  the  manner  prescribed  by  the  Natural 
Gas  Act. 

(D)  Neither  the  supplements  hereby 
suspended,  nor  the  rate  schedules  sought 
to  be  altered  thereby,  shall  be  changed 
until  these  proceedings  have  been  dis¬ 
posed  of  or  until  the  periods  of  suspen¬ 
sion  have  expired,  unless  otherwise 
ordered  by  the  Commission. 

(E)  Notices  of  intervention  or  petitions 
to  intervene  may  be  filed  with  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Commission,  Washington  25, 
D.C.,  in  accordance  with  the  rules  of 


J  This  statement  does  not  apply  to  the 
proposed  rates  of  Barnwell  and  McAlester  be¬ 
cause  there  Is  no  established  ceiling  for  in¬ 
creased  rates  for  gas  sold  in  Arkansas. 


practice  and  procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  and 
1.37  (f ) )  on  or  before  November  26,  1962. 

By  the  Commission.  Commissioner 
O’Connor  did  not  participate  in  the 
suspension  of  the  filing  of  Preston  Oil 
Company  in  Docket  No.  RI63-101. 

Joseph  H.  Gutride, 

Secretary. 

[FR.  Doc.  62-10328;  Filed,  Oct.  16,  1962; 
8:47  a.m.] 

(Docket  No.  CI62-1037] 

SHELL  OIL  CO. 

Notice  of  Postponement  of  Hearing 

October  10,  1962. 

Take  notice  that  the  hearing  in  the 
above-docketed  proceeding  heretofore 
scheduled  to  commence  on  October  22, 
1962,  by  notice  issued  September  7,  1962, 
and  published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
September  14,  1962  (27  F.R.  9161)  be  and 
hereby  is  postponed  to  a  date  to  be  fixed 
by  further  notice. 

Joseph  H.  Gutride, 

Secretary. 

(F.R.  Doc.  62-10326;  Filed,  Oct.  16,  1962; 
8:46  a.m.] 


[Docket  No.  RI63-90] 

SUNRAY  DX  OIL  CO. 

Order  Providing  for  Hearing  on  and 

Suspension  of  Proposed  Change  in 

Rate  and  Allowing  Increased  Rate 

To  Become  Effective 

October  10,  1962. 

On  September  10, 1962,  Sunray  DX  Oil 
Company  1  (Sunray)  *  tendered  for  fil¬ 
ing  a  proposed  change  in  its  presently 
effective  rate  schedule  for  the  sale  of 
natural  gas  subject  to  the  jurisdiction  of 
the  Commission.  The  sale  is  made  at  a 
pressure  base  of  14.65  psia.  The  pro¬ 
posed  change  is  designated  as  follows: 

Description:  Notice  of  change,  dated  Sep¬ 
tember  6,  1962. 

Purchaser :  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Company 
(United). 

Producing  area:  Burnell  Field,  Bee  and 
Harnes  Counties,  Texas  (R.R.  Dist.  No.  2). 

Rate  schedule  designation:  "Supplement 
No.  9  to  Sunray’s  FPC  Gas  Rate.  Schedule 
No.  22. 

Proposed  rate:  14.0tf  per  Mcf.® 

Effective  rate:  9.72288  cents  per  Mcf. 

Annual  increase:  $1,422. 

Effective  date:  October  11,  1962.  (Stated 
effective  date  is  the  first  day  after  expiration 
of  thirty  days’  notice.) 

Sunray’s  proposed  increased  rate  of 
14.0  cents  per  Mcf  does  not  exceed  the 
applicable  area  price  level  as  set  forth  in 


1  Formerly  Sunray  Mid-Continent  Oil  Com¬ 
pany.  . 

2  Address  is:  P.O.  Box  2039,  Tulsa  2,  Okla¬ 
homa. 

8  Rate  increase  is  based  on  redetermination 
price,  but  Sunray  did  not  file  for  the  14.23 
cents  per  rate  (plus  tax  reimbursement)  per¬ 
mitted  pursuant  to  United’s  letter  agreement 
dated  July  31, 1962.  United  on  September  26, 
1962,  filed  a  protest  claiming  that  Sunray’s 
filing  is  prohibited  under  section  4(d)  of  the 
Act  because  Sunray’s  proposed  rate  has  not 
been  “agreed-upon”  by  Sunray  and  United. 


the  Commission’s  Statement  of  General 
Policy  No.  61-1,  and  the  amendments 
thereto.  The  14.23-cent  per  Mcf  rate 
provided  in  the  contract,  however,  would 
exceed  the  applicable  area  price  level. 
Had  Sunray’s  instant  filing  been  accom¬ 
panied  by  a  waiver  of  the  right  to  file  for 
a  14.23-cent  rate  or  a  contractual  amend¬ 
ment  substituting  the  14.0-cent  rate  in 
place  of  the  14.23-cent  rate,  we  would  not 
suspend  Sunray’s  14.0-cent  rate  filing. 
But,  in  the  absence  of  such  assurance 
and  in  view  of  United’s  position  that  the 
filing  is  prohibited  under  section  4(d)  of 
the  Act,  we  conclude  that  Sunray’s  filing 
should  be  suspended  for  one  day,  as 
hereinafter  ordered. 

The  proposed  changed  rate  and  charge 
may  be  unjust,  unreasonable,  unduly  dis¬ 
criminatory,  or  preferential,  or  otherwise 
unlawful. 

The  Commission  finds:  It  is  necessary 
and  appropriate  in  carrying  out  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  that  the 
Commission  enter  upon  hearing  concern¬ 
ing  the  lawfulness  of  the  changed  rate 
proposed  by  Sunray  and  that  Supple¬ 
ment  No.  9  to  Sunray’s  FPC  Gas  Rate 
Schedule  No.  22  be  suspended  and  the 
use  thereof  deferred  as  hereinafter 
ordered. 

The  Commission  orders : 

(A)  Pursuant  to  the  authority  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act,  particularly  sections  4 
and  15  thereof,  the  Commission’s  rules 
of  practice  and  procedure,  and  the  regu¬ 
lations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18 
CFR  Ch.  I) ,  public  hearing  shall  be  held 
upon  the  date  to  be  fixed  by  notice  from 
the  Secretary  concerning  the  lawfulness 
of  the  proposed  increased  rate  and 
charge  contained  in  the  above-desig¬ 
nated  supplement. 

(B)  Pending  hearing  and  decision 
thereon,  Supplement  No.  9  to  Sunray’s 
FPC  Gas  Rate  Schedule  No.  22  is  hereby 
suspended  and  the  use  thereof  deferred 
until  October  12,  1962,  and  thereafter 
until  such  further  time  as  it  is  made 
effective  in  the  manner  prescribed  by  the 
Natural  Gas  Act:  Provided,  however, 
That  said  supplement  shall  become  ef¬ 
fective  subject  to  refund  on  October  12, 
1962  if  within  20  days  from  the  date  of 
issuance  of  this  order  Sunray  shall  ex¬ 
ecute  and  file  in  the  above-entitled  pro¬ 
ceeding  with  the  Secretary  of  the 
Commission  its  agreement  and  under 
taking  to  comply  with  the  refunding  and 
reporting  procedure  required  by  the  Nat¬ 
ural  Gas  Act  and  §  154.102  of  the  regu¬ 
lations  thereunder,  accompanied  by  a 
certificate  showing  service  of  copies 
thereof  upon  the  purchaser  under  the 
rate  schedule  involved.  Unless  Sunray 
is  advised  to  the  contrary  within  15  days 
after  the  filing  of  its  agreement  and  un¬ 
dertaking,  such  agreement  and  under¬ 
taking  shall  be  deemed  to  have  been 
accepted. 

(C)  Neither  the  supplement  hereby 
suspended,  nor  the  rate  schedule  sought 
to  be  altered  thereby,  shall  be  changed 
until  this  proceeding  has  been  disposed 
of  or  until  the  period  of  suspension  has 
expired,  unless  otherwise  ordered  by  the 
Commission. 

(D)  Notices  of  intervention  or  peti¬ 
tions  to  intervene  may  be  filed  with  the 
Federal  Power  Commission,  Washington 


Wednesday ,  October  17 ,  1962 
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25,  D.C.,  in  accordance  with  the  rules  of 
practice  and  procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  and 
1.37)  on  or  before  November  26,  1962. 

By  the  Commission. 

Joseph  H.  Gutride, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  62-10327;  Filed,  Oct.  16,  1962; 

8:47  a.m.l 

SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

[File  No.  70-4066] 

AMERICAN  NATURAL  GAS  CO. 

Notice  of  Proposed  Issuance  and  Sale 
of  Installment  Promissory  Note  to 
Bank 

October  11, 1962. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  American 
Natural  Gas  Company  (“American  Nat¬ 
ural”)  ,  Suite  4950,  30  Rockefeller  Plaza, 
New  York  20,  New  York,  a  registered 
holding  company,  has  filed  a  declaration, 
and  an  amendment  thereto,  with  this 
Commission  pursuant  to  the  Public 
Utility  Holding  Company  Act  of  1935 
(“Act”),  designating  section  7  of  the  Act 
and  Rule  50(a)(2)  thereunder  as  appli¬ 
cable  to  the  proposed  transaction.  All 
interested  persons  are  referred  to  the 
amended  declaration,  on  file  at  the  office 
of  the  Commission,  for  a  statement  of 
the  transaction  therein  proposed  which 
is  summarized  below. 

American  Natural  proposes  to  issue 
and  sell  to  First  National  City  Bank,  New 
York  (“First  National”)  an  installment 
promissory  note  in  the  face  amount  of 
$6,000,000.  The  note  is  to  be  dated  No¬ 
vember  5,  1962,  is  to  bear  interest  at  the 
prime  rate  of  First  National  on  such  date 
(currently  4V2  percent)  and  is  to  mature 
in  the  amounts  of  $2,000,000  on  Novem¬ 
ber  5,  1963,  and  $4,000,000  on  November 
5, 1964.  The  note  is  to  be  unsecured  but 
will  contain  a  negative  pledge  clause  un¬ 
der  which  American  Natural,  should  it 
secure  any  indebtedness  by  the  pledge  of 
any  securities  of  its  subsidiaries,  will  be 
obligated  to  secure  the  proposed  note 
ratably  with  such  other  indebtedness. 
There  is  no  commitment  fee,  and  the 
note  may  be  prepaid  at  any  time  without 
penalty. 

The  proceeds  from  the  borrowing,  to¬ 
gether  with  $2,000,000  of  treasury  funds, 
will  be  used  to  retire  a  remaining  balance 
of  $8,000,000  of  notes  due  banks  and  is¬ 
sued  on  November  5,  1954,  to  retire  col¬ 
lateral  trust  notes  of  American  Natural 
then  outstanding. 

The  estimated  expenses  incident  to  the 
proposed  transaction  aggregate  $1,000 
and  consist  of  a  legal  fee  of  $500  and 
miscellaneous  expense  of  $500. 

It  is  represented  that  no  State  com¬ 
mission  and  no  Federal  commission, 
other  than  this  Commission,  has  juris¬ 
diction  over  the  proposed  transaction. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any  in¬ 
terested  person  may,  not  later  than  Oc¬ 
tober  29,  1962,  request  in  writing  that 
a  hearing  be  held  on  such  matter,  stat¬ 
ing  the  nature  of  his  interest,  the  reasons 
for  such  request,  and  the  issues  of  fact 


or  law  raised  by  said  declaration  which 
he  desires  to  controvert;  or  he  may  re¬ 
quest  that  he  be  notified  if  the  Commis¬ 
sion  should  order  a  hearing  thereon. 
Any  such  request  should  be  addressed: 
Secretary,  Securities  and  Exchange  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington  25,  D.C.  A  copy 
of  such  request  should  be  served  per¬ 
sonally  or  by  mail  (air  mail  if  the  person 
being  served  is  located  more  than  500 
miles  from  the  point  of  mailing)  upon 
declarant,  and  proof  of  service  (by  af¬ 
fidavit  or,  in  case  of  an  attorney-at-law, 
by  certificate)  should  be  filed  contem¬ 
poraneously  with  the  request.  At  any 
time  after  said  date,  the  declaration,  as 
amended,  may  be  permitted  to  become 
effective  as  provided  in  Rule  23  of  the 
general  rules  and  regulations  promul¬ 
gated  under  the  Act,  or  the  Commission 
may  grant  exemption  from  such  rules 
as  provided  in  Rules  20(a)  and  100 
thereof  or  take  such  other  action  as  it 
may  deem  appropriate. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Orval  L.  U&Bois, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  62-10338;  Filed.  Oct.  16,  1962; 

8:50  ajn.] 

[File  No.  70-4081] 

WEST  PENN  POWER  CO. 

Notice  of  Filing  Regarding  Issuance 

and  Sale  of  First  Mortgage  Bonds 

October  11, 1962. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  West  Penn 
Power  Company  (“West  Penn”),  Cabin 
Hill,  Greensburg,  Pennsylvania,  an  ex¬ 
empt  holding  company  and  also  a 
public-utility  subsidiary  company  of 
Allegheny  Power  System,  Inc.,  a  regis¬ 
tered  holding  company,  has  filed  with 
this  Commission  an  application,  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  Public  Utility  Holding  Com¬ 
pany  Act  of  1935  (“Act”),  designating 
section  6(b)  of  the  Act  and  Rule  50 
promulgated  thereunder  as  applicable  to 
the  proposed  transactions.  All  inter¬ 
ested  persons  are  referred  to  the  applica¬ 
tion  on  file  at  the  office  of  this 
Commission  for  a  statement  of  the  trans¬ 
actions,  therein  proposed,  which  are 
summarized  as  follows: 

West  Penn  proposes  to  issue  and  sell, 
pursuant  to  the  competitive  bidding  re¬ 
quirements  of  Rule  50  promulgated  un¬ 
der  the  Act,  $14,000,000  principal  amount 

of  First  Mortgage  Bonds,  Series  T, _ 

percent,  due  November  1,  1992.  The  in¬ 
terest  rate  (which  shall  be  a  multiple  of 
Vs  of  1  percent)  and  the  price,  exclusive 
of  accrued  interest,  to  be  paid  to  the 
company  for  the  bonds  (which  shall  be 
not  less  than  the  principal  amount  nor 
more  than  102%  percent  thereof)  will 
be  determined  by  the  competitive  bid¬ 
ding.  The  bonds  will  be  issued  under 
the  Mortgage  and  Deed  of  Trust  dated 
March  1,  1916,  between  the  company  and 
The  Chase  Manhattan  Bank,  as  Trus¬ 
tee,  as  heretofore  supplemented  and  as 
to  be  further  supplemented  by  a  sup¬ 
plemental  indenture,  dated  November 
1, 1962. 

The  net  proceeds  from  the  sale  of  the 
bonds,  together  with  other  funds,  will 
be  used  for  the  redemption  on  December 


1,  1962,  of  $14,000,000  principal  amount 
of  outstanding  First  Mortgage  Bonds, 
Series  R,  5%  percent,  due  June  1,  1989, 
at  the  redemption  price  of  106.33  percent 
of  principal  amount. 

The  fees  and  expenses  to  be  incurred 
by  West  Penn  in  connection  with  the  pro¬ 
posed  transactions  are  estimated  to  ag¬ 
gregate  $54,000,  and  consist  of  Federal 
issue  stamp  taxes  of  $15,400,  legal  fees 
of  $10,500,  Trustee’s  fees  and  expenses 
$7,150,  printing  expenses  $15,000,  ac¬ 
countant’s  fees  $2,000,  registration  fee 
$1,456,  blue  sky  fees  and  expenses  $1,000, 
and  miscellaneous  expenses  of  $1,494. 
The  fee  of  independent  counsel  for  the 
underwriters,  to  be  paid  by  the  purchas¬ 
er  of  the  bonds,  is  estimated  at  $6,500. 

The  application  states  that  registra¬ 
tion  by  the  Pennsylvania  Public  Utility 
Commission  of  a  securities  certificate 
with  respect  to  the  bonds  is  required  for 
their  issue  and  sale,  that  such  a  securi¬ 
ties  certificate  has  been  filed  with  that 
Commission,  and  that  a  copy  of  the  se¬ 
curities  certificate  and  the  order  of  that 
Commission  will  be  supplied  by  amend¬ 
ment. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any  inter¬ 
ested  person  may,  not  later  than  Oc¬ 
tober  29,  1962,  request  in  writing  that 
a  hearing  be  held  in  respect  of  such  mat¬ 
ters,  stating  the  nature  of  his  interest, 
the  reasons  for  the  request,  and  the 
issues  of  fact  or  law,  if  any,  raised  by 
the  application  which  he  desires  to  con¬ 
trovert;  or  he  may  request  that  he  be 
notified  should  the  Commission  order  a 
hearing  thereon.  Any  such  request 
should  be  addressed:  Secretary,  Securi¬ 
ties.  and  Exchange  Commission,  Wash¬ 
ington  25,  D.C.  A  copy  of  such  request 
should  be  served  personally  or  by  mail 
(air  mail  if  the  person  being  served  is 
located  more  than  500  miles  from  the 
point  of  mailing)  upon  applicant,  and 
proof  of  service  (by  affidavit,  or,  in  case 
of  an  attomey-at-law,  by  certificate) 
filed  or  dispatched  contemporaneously 
with  the  request.  At  any  time  after  said 
date  the  application,  as  it  may  be  amend¬ 
ed,  may  be  granted,  as  provided  by  Rule 
23  of  the  general  rules  and  regulations 
promulgated  under  the  Act;  or  the  Com¬ 
mission  may  grant  exemption  from  its 
rules  as  provided  in  Rules  20(a)  and  100 
thereof,  or  take  such  other  action  as  it 
deems  appropriate. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Orval  L.  DuBois, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  62-10339;  Filed.  Oct.  16,  1962; 

8:50  a.m.] 

INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

[Notice  704] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  TRANSFER 
PROCEEDINGS 

October  12,  1962. 

Synopses  of  orders  entered  pursuant  to 
section  212(b)  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act,  and  rules  and  regulations 
prescribed  thereunder  (49  CFR  Part  179) , 
appear  below: 
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NOTICES 


As  provided  in  the  Commission’s  spe¬ 
cial  rules  of  practice  any  interested  per¬ 
son  may  file  a  petition  seeking  recon¬ 
sideration  of  the  following  numbered 
proceedings  within  20  days  from  the  date 
of  publication  of  this  notice.  Pursuant 
to  section  17(8)  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act,  the  filing  of  such  a  petition 
will  postpone  the  effective  date  of  the 
order  in  that  proceeding  pending  its 
disposition.  The  matters  relied  upon  by 
petitioners  must  be  specified  in  their 
petitions  with  particularity. 

No.  MC-FC  65069.  By  order  of  Octo¬ 
ber  8,  1962,  the  Transfer  Board  approved 
the  transfer  to  D.  L.  M.  Company,  Incor¬ 
porated,  921  West  80th  Street,  Minne¬ 
apolis,  Minn.,  of  Certificate  No.  MC 
119079,  issued  September  23,  1960,  to 
Daryl  D.  Swanson  and  Ludwig  O.  Swan¬ 
son,  doing  business  as  D.  L.  M.  Company, 
4301  West  70th  Street,  Minneapolis, 
Minn.,  authorizing  the  transportation  of : 
Aggregate,  except  sand  and  gravel,  from 
points  in  Hennepin  County,  Minn.,  to 
specified  points  in  Wisconsin;  silica  sand, 
from  Portage  and  Berlin.  Wis.,  to  points 
in  Scott  County,  Minn.,  trap  rock,  from 
Dresser,  Wis.,  to  points  in  Hennepin, 
Ramsey,  Dakota,  Scott,  Carver,  and 
Washington  Counties,  Minn.,  and  lime¬ 
stone,  from  Linwood,  Iowa,  and  Kenosha, 
Manitowoc,  Milwaukee,  Racine,  and 
Sparta,  Wis.,  to  points  in  Hennepin  and 
Scott  Counties,  Minn. 

No.  MC-FC  65106.  By  order  of  Octo¬ 
ber  9,  1962,  the  Transfer  Board  approved 
the  transfer  to  Edward  H.  Dudley,  Rol- 
land  C.  Dudley,  and  Marvin  D.  Dudley, 
a  partnership,  doing  business  as  Dudley 
Transfer,  Lincoln,  Nebr.,  of  Certificate 
No.  MC  2283  issued  January  9,  1961,  to 
Randolph  A.  Sherwood,  doing  business 
as  Sherwood’s  Van  Lines,  San  Antonio, 
Tex.,  authorizing  the  transportation  of 
household  goods,  over  irregular  routes, 
between  points  in  that  part  of  Missouri 
south  of  U.S.  Highway  54  and  west  of 
Missouri  Highway  5,  including  points  on 
the  indicated  portions  of  the  highways 
specified,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Arkansas,  Illinois,  In¬ 
diana,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Kentucky,  Ne¬ 
braska,  Ohio,  Oklahoma,  Tennessee,  and 
Texas.  R.  E.  Powell,  1905  Terminal 
Building,  Lincoln  8,  Nebr.,  attorney  for 
transferee.  Randolph  A.  Sherwood,  422 
Chestnut  Street,  San  Antonio  2,  Tex., 
for  transferor. 

No.  MC-FC  65230.  By  order  of  Octo¬ 
ber  9,  1962,  the  Transfer  Board  approved 
the  transfer  to  V.  F.  Warner  &  Son,  Inc., 
706  Anthony  Drive,  Champaign,  Ill.,  of 
Certificates  Nos.  MC  60076,  issued  April 
14,  1958,  and  MC  60076  Sub-16,  issued 
September  22,  1961,  to  Vern  F.  Warner 
and  Clifford  V.  Warner,  a  partnership, 
doing  business  as  V.  F.  Warner  and  Son, 
706  Anthony  Drive,  Champaign,  Ill.,  au¬ 
thorizing  the  transportation,  over  irregu¬ 
lar  routes,  of  coal,  washing  machines 
and  washing-machine  parts,  bleachers, 
bleacher  seats,  academic  caps  and  gowns, 
seed  corn,  household  goods,  basketball 
backstops,  materials,  component  parts 
thereof,  and  the  equipment  to  install  and 
operate  such  backstops,  and  materials 
used  in  the  construction  of  bleachers  and 


basketball  backstops,  and  component 
parts  thereof,  from,  to,  and  between  all 
points  in  United  States  (except  Alaska 
and  Hawaii) ,  varying  with  the  commodi¬ 
ties  transported. 

No.  MC-FC  65299.  By  order  of  Oc¬ 
tober  9,  1962,  the  Transfer  Board  ap¬ 
proved  the  transfer  to  William  Stanko 
and  Louis  D.  Sobers,  doing  business  as 
Sober’s  Transfer  &  Storage,  Pittsburgh, 
Pa.,  of  Certificate  No.  MC  74693,  issued 
October  23,  1956,  to  Louis  E.  Sobers,  do¬ 
ing  business  as  Sober’s  Transfer,  Pitts¬ 
burgh,  Pa.,  authorizing  the  transporta¬ 
tion  of :  Household  goods,  between  points 
in  Allegheny  County,  Pa.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Ohio, 
West  Virginia,  New  York,  Maryland, 
New  Jersey,  Delaware,  and  the  District 
of  Columbia;  and  household  goods  as 
defined,  between  points  in  Allegheny 
County,  Pa.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  Indiana,  Michigan, 
Illinois,  and  Virginia.  Edward  M.  Lar¬ 
kin,  1221  Grant  Building,  Pittsburgh  19. 
Pa.,  attorney  for  applicants. 

No.  MC-9C  65303.  By  order  of  Oc¬ 
tober  9,  1962,  the  Transfer  Board  ap¬ 
proved  the  transfer  to  Beer  Transit,  Ine., 
Hartland,  Wis.,  of  a  portion  of  the  op¬ 
erating  rights  in  Certificate  No.  MC 
114417,  issued  March  24,  1954,  and  the 
entire  operating  rights  in  Certificate  No. 
MC  114417  Sub  4,  issued  July  2,  1954, 
to  Edward  C.  Stofflet  and  Robert  A.  Stof- 
flet,  a  partnership,  doing  business  as 
Red  Arrow  Express,  Milwaukee,  Wis.,  au¬ 
thorizing  the  transportation  of :  In¬ 
sulation  materials,  (1)  from  Dousman 
and  Woodland,  Wis.,  to  points  in  Illinois, 
Indiana,  Iowa,  Michigan,  and  Missouri 
(except  from  Woodland  to  points  in  the 
Chicago,  Ill.,  Commercial  Zone,  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  those  in  Il¬ 
linois  on  and  north  of  U.S.  Highway  30, 
and  Dubuque,  Iowa) ,  (2)  from  Dousman 
and  Woodland,  Wis.,  to  points  in  Min¬ 
nesota,  and  (3)  from  Dousman,  Wis.,  to 
points  in  Ohio.  Clinton  R.  Bentley,  31 
Goodhue  Bank  Building,  Red  Wing, 
Minn.,  attorney  for  applicants. 

[seal]  Harold  D.  McCoy, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  62-10344;  Filed,  Oct.  16,  1962; 

8:50  a.m.] 


[Notice  487] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  APPLICATIONS  AND 

CERTAIN  OTHER  PROCEEDINGS 

October  12, 1962. 

The  following  publications  are  gov¬ 
erned  by  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission’s  general  rules  of  practice  in¬ 
cluding  special  rules  (49  CFR  1.241) 
governing  notice  of  filing  of  applications 
by  motor  carriers  of  property  or  passen¬ 
gers  or  brokers  under  sections  206,  209, 
and  211  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act 
and  certain  other  proceedings  with  re¬ 
spect  thereto. 

All  hearings  and  prehearing  confer¬ 
ences  will  be  called  at  9:30  o’clock  a.m., 
United  States  standard  time  (or  9:30 
o’clock  a.m.,  local  daylight  saving  time, 
if  that  time  is  observed),  unless  other¬ 
wise  specified. 


Apm.ications  Assigned  for  Oral  Hearing 

OR  PREHEARING  CONFERENCE 

MOTOR  CARRIERS  OF  PROPERTY 

No.  MC  531  (Sub-No.  126),  filed  Au¬ 
gust  6,  1962.  Applicant:  YOUNGER 
BROTHERS,  INC.,  4904  Griggs  Road, 
Houston  21,  Tex.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Dry  commodities,  in  bulk,  (1)  be¬ 
tween  points  within  a  75-mile  radius  of 
New  Orleans,  La.,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  the  United  States 
including  Alaska,  and  (2)  between  points 
within  a  75-mile  radius  of  Orange,  Tex., 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  the  United  States  including 
Alaska. 

Note:  Common  control  may  be -involved. 

HEARING:  December  10,  1962,  at  the 
Federal  Office  Building,  701  Loyola  Ave- 
enue.  New  Orleans,  La.,  before  Examiner 
James  O  D.  Moran.  This  assignment  is 
for  applicant’s  presentation  only. 

No.  MC  10761  (Sub-No.  129),  filed 
October  8,  1962.  Applicant:  TRANS- 
AMERICAN  FREIGHT  LINES,  INC., 
1700  North  Waterman  Avenue,  Detroit 
9,  Mich.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Howell 
Ellis,  Suite  616-618,  Fidelity  Building, 
111  Monument  Circle,  Indianapolis  4, 
Ind.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Meat, 
meat  products,  meat  byproducts,  and 
dairy  products,  from  Fort  Worth,  Tex., 
to  points  in  Maine,  New  Hampshire,  and 
Vermont,  and  damaged  and  refused 
shipments,  on  return. 

HEARING:  October  24,  1962,  at  the 
Baker  Hotel,  Dallas,  Tex.,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  Samuel  C.  Shoup. 

No.  MC  19778  (Sub-No.  50),  filed 
August  10,  1962.  Applicant:  THE  MIL¬ 
WAUKEE  MOTOR  TRANSPORTATION 
COMPANY,  a  corporation,  516  West 
Jackson  Boulevard,  Chicago  6,  Ill.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  attorney:  Robert  F.  Munsell 
(same  address  as  applicant).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Iron  and  steel  articles. 
from  Platte,  S.  Dak.,  to  the  construction 
site  of  the  Platte  Bridge  over  the  Mis¬ 
souri  River  near  Academy,  S.  Dak.,  on 
traffic  having  an  immediately  prior 
movement  by  rail,  and  empty  con¬ 
tainers  or  other  such  incidental  facilities 
(not  specified)  used  in  transporting  the 
above  described  commodities,  on  return. 

HEARING:  November  20,  1962,  at  the 
South  Dakota  Public  Utilities  Commis¬ 
sion,  Pierre,  S.  Dak.,  before  Joint  Board 
No.  230. 

No.  MC  29988  (Sub-No.  86),  filed 
June  20,  1962.  Applicant:  DENVER 
CHICAGO  TRUCKING  COMPANY, 
INC.,  45th  Avenue,  at  Jackson  Street, 
Denver,  Colo.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
David  Axelrod,  39  South  La  Salle  Street, 
Chicago  3,  Ill.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  regular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  General  commodities  (except 
Classes  A  and  B  explosives)  serving 
Carol  Stream,  Ill.,  as  an  off -route  point 
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in  connection  with  applicant’s  author¬ 
ized  regular  route  operations  to  and  from 
Chicago,  Ill. 

HEARING:  November  29,  1962,  at  The 
Palmer  House,  Chicago,  Ill.,  before  Joint 
Board  No.  149,  or,  if  the  Joint  Board 
waives  its  right  to  participate,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  Walter  R.  Lee. 

No.  MC  45657  (Sub-No.  29),  filed 
June  21,  1962.  Applicant:  PIC-WALSH 
FREIGHT  CO.,  a  corporation,  731  Camp¬ 
bell  Avenue,  St.  Louis,  Mo.  Applicant’s 
attorney:  David  Axelrod,  39  South  La 
Salle  Street,  Chicago  3,  Ill.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  regular  routes, 
transporting:  General  commodities  (ex¬ 
cept  those  of  unusual  value.  Classes  A 
and  B  explosives,  household  goods,  as 
defined  by  the  Commission,  commodities 
in  bulk,  and  those  requiring  special 
equipment) ,  serving  Carol  Stream,  Ill. 
(in  Milton  Township,  Du  Page  County, 
on  Illinois  Highway  64,  near  Wheaton) , 
as  an  off -route  point  in  connection  with 
carrier’s  authorized  regular-route  opera¬ 
tions  to  and  from  Chicago,  Ill. 

HEARING:  November  29,  1962,  at  The 
Palmer  House,  Chicago,  Ill.,  before  Joint 
Board  No.  149,  or,  if  the  Joint  Board 
waives  its  right  to  participate,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  Walter  R.  Lee. 

No.  MC  52054  (Sub-No.  21),  filed  June 
6, 1962.  Applicant:  S  &  C  TRANSPORT 
COMPANY,  INC.,  65  State  Street,  South 
Hutchinson,  Kans.  Applicant’s  attor¬ 
ney:  James  P.  Miller,  500  Board  of  Trade, 
10th  and  Wyandotte,  Kansas  City  5, 
Mo.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Animal 
and  poultry  feed,  ingredients  thereof, 
and  mineral  mixtures,  from  Wichita, 
Kans.,  to  points  in  New  Mexico,  Arkan¬ 
sas,  Oklahoma,  and  points  in  Cochran, 
Bailey,  Randall,  Roberts,  Crosby, 
Swicher,  Potter,  Sherman,  Wichita,  Lub¬ 
bock,  Castro,  Oldham,  Dallam,  Cottle, 
Hall,  Gray,  Ochiltree,  Yoakum,  Dickens, 
Briscoe,  Carson,  Hansford,  Floyd,  Col- 
linsworth,  Hartley,  Foard,  Kent,  Terry, 
Motley,  Childress,  Wheeler,  Lipscomb, 
Lamb,  Armstrong,  Hutchinson,  Wilbar¬ 
ger,  Lynn,  Hale,  Donley,  Moore,  Hockley, 
Parmer,  Deaf  Smith,  Hemphill,  Harde¬ 
man,  and  Garza  Counties,  Tex. 

HEARING:  December  17,  1962,  at  the 
Hotel  Lassen,  Wichita,  Kans.,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  Samuel  Horwich. 

No.  MC  52110  (Sub-No.  75),  filed  July 
5,  1962.  Applicant:  BRADY  MOTOR- 
FRATE,  INC.,  1223  Sixth  Avenue,  Des 
Moines,  Iowa.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
Homer  E.  Bradshaw,  Suite  510,  Central 
National  Building,  Des  Moines,  Iowa. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  General 
commodities  (except  those  of  unusual 
value,  Classes  A  and  B  explosives,  bullion, 
livestock,  household  goods  as  defined  by 
the  Commission,  commodities  in  bulk, 
and  those  requiring  special  equipment), 
from  Carol  Stream,  Ill.,  to  points  in  Iowa, 
Topeka,  and  Wichita,  Kans.,  Albert  Lea, 
Rochester,  Minneapolis,  St.  Paul,  Chem- 
olite  Siding,  Minn.,  Kansas  City,  St.  Jo¬ 
seph,  and  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  Omaha,  Lin¬ 
coln,  and  South  Sioux  City,  Nebr.,  and 


Canton,  Yankton,  and  Sioux  Falls, 

S.  Dak. 

Note:  Common  control  may  be  involved, 

HEARING:  November  30,  1962,  at  the 
Palmer  House,  Chicago,  Ill.,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  Walter  R.  Lee. 

No.  MC  52458  (Sub-No.  168),  filed 
September  13,  1962.  Applicant:  T.  I. 
McCORMACK  TRUCKING  COMPANY, 
INC.,  U.S.  Route  No.  9,  Woodbridge,  N.J. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  Chester  A.  Zyblut, 
1700  K  Street  NW„  Washington  6,  D.C. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Liquid  ( molten ) 
sulphur,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
Wellsville,  Ohio,  to  points  in  that  part  of 
Pennsylvania  on  and  west  of  U.S.  High¬ 
way  15,  and  Luke,  Md. 

HEARING:  November  16,  1962,  at  the 
Offices  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  John  L.  York. 

No.  MC  52932  (Sub-No.  6) ,  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  20,  1962.  Applicant:  NORTH 
PENN  TRANSFER,  INC.,  Box  230,  Lans- 
dale.  Pa.  Applicant’s  representative: 
John  W.  Frame,  603  North  Front  Street, 
Harrisburg,  Pa.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Flower  pots  and  flower-pot  saucers, 
from  North  Wales,  Pa.,  to  points  in  Con¬ 
necticut,  Delaware  (except  points  in  New 
Castle  County) ,  Maryland  (except  Balti¬ 
more)  ,  New  York  (except  points  in  the 
New  York,  N.Y.,  Commercial  Zone,  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission) ,  and  Virginia, 
and  empty  containers  used  in  transport¬ 
ing  the  above-specified  commodities,  on 
return. 

Note:  Applicant  states  duplicating  author¬ 
ity  is  to  be  cancelled. 

HEARING:  November  28,  1962,  at  the 
Offices  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  Garland  E.  Taylor. 

No.  MC  70451  (Sub-No.  238),  filed 
June  21,  1962.  Applicant:  WATSON- 
WILSON  TRANSPORTATION  SYS¬ 
TEM,  INC.,  1910  South  Harney  Street, 
Omaha,  Nebr.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
David  Axelrod,  39  South  La  Salle  Street, 
Chicago  3,  Ill.  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  regular  routes,  transporting: 
General  commodities  (except  those  of 
unusual  value,  livestock,  household 
goods,  as  defined  in  Practices  of  Motor 
Common  Carriers  of  Household  Goods, 
17  M.C.C.  467,  commodities  in  bulk,  and 
those  requiring  special  equipment  be¬ 
cause  of  unusual  size  or  weight) ,  serving 
Carol  Stream,  Ill.,  as  an  off-route  point 
in  connection  with  applicant’s  authorized 
regular  route  operations  to  and  from 
Chicago,  Ill. 

HEARING:  November  29,  1962,  at  the 
Palmer  House,  Chicago,  Ill.,  before  Joint 
Board  No.  149,  or,  if  the  Joint  Board 
waives  its  right  to  participate,  before 
Examiner  Walter  R.  Lee. 

No.  MC  71305  (Sub-No.  2),  filed  Oc¬ 
tober  11,  1962.  Applicant:  FULLERTON 
TRANSFER  AND  STORAGE  LIMITED, 
INC.,  1122  East  Midlothian  Boulevard, 
Youngstown,  Ohio.  Applicant’s  attor¬ 
ney:  Henry  M.  Wick,  Jr.,  1515  Park 


Building,  Pittsburgh  22,  Pa.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Iron  and  steel  articles, 
from  Sharon,  Pa.,  and  points  in  the 
Sharon,  Pa.,  Commercial  Zone,  to  points 
in  Alabama,  Georgia,  Kentucky,  Louisi¬ 
ana,  Mississipqj,  North  Carolina,  Vir¬ 
ginia,  West  Virginia,  and  Tennessee,  and 
empty  containers  and  pallets,  on  return. 

HEARING:  October  29,  1962,  at  the 
New  Federal  Building,  Pittsburgh,  Pa., 
before  Examiner  James  A.  McKiel. 

No.  MC  92983  (Sub-No.  409),  filed 
August  20,  1962.  Applicant:  ELDON 
MILLER,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  232,  330  East 
Washington  Street,  Iowa  City,  Iowa. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting :  Sugars  and 
syrups,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
Ottawa,  Kans.,  to  points  in  Colorado, 
Missouri,  and  Nebraska. 

HEARING:  December  3,  1962,  at  the 
Park  East  Hotel,  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  be¬ 
fore  Examiner  Samuel  Horwich. 

No.  MC  94265  (Sub-No.  90) ,  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  14,  1962.  Applicant:  BONNEY 
MOTOR  EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
12388 — Thomas  Corne  R.  Station,  Nor¬ 
folk,  Va.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Harry 
C.  Ames,  Jr.,  Transportation  Building, 
Washington  6,  D.C.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Frozen  foods,  from  Kansas  City, 
Kans.,  to  points  in  Virginia,  Maryland, 
and  West  Virginia. 

HEARING:  November  20,  1962,  at  the 
Offices  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  Lyle  C.  Farmer. 

No.  MC  95540  (Sub-No.  421),  filed 
April  19,  1962.  Applicant:  WATKINS 
MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  Albany  Highway, 
Thomasville,  Ga.  Applicant’s ‘attorney : 
Joseph  H.  Blackshear,  Gainesville,  Ga. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Meat,  meat 
products,  meat  byproducts,  and  articles 
distributed  by  meat  packinghouses  as 
Defined  by  the  Commission,  from  St. 
Louis,  Mo.,  to  points  in  Alabama,  Geor¬ 
gia,  and  Virginia. 

Note:  Common  control  may  be  involved. 

HEARING:  November  29,  1962,  at  the 
U.S.  Court  House  and  Custom  House, 
1114  Market  Street,  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  before 
Examiner  Samuel  Horwich. 

No.  MC  95540  (Sub-No.  447),  filed 
July  27,  1962.  Applicant:  WATKINS 
MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  Albany  Highway, 
Thomasville,  Ga.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
Joseph  H.  Blackshear,  Gainesville,  Ga. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Fresh 
fruits  and  vegetables,  chilled  fruits, 
juices  and  salads,  frozen  fruits,  frozen 
berries,  frozen  vegetables,  frozen  fruit 
juices,  and  frozen  concentrates,  in  mixed 
loads  with  canned  and  processed  citrus 
fruits  and  juices,  from  points  in  Florida, 
to  points  in  Arkansas,  Colorado,  Louisi¬ 
ana,  Minnesota,  North  Dakota,  South 
Dakota,  Texas,  and  Wisconsin. 

Note:  Common  control  may  be  involved. 
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HEARING:  November  5,  1962,  at  the 
Angebilt  Hotel,  Orlando,  Fla.,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  Abraham  J.  Essrick. 

No.  MC  95540  (Sub-No.  469),  filed 
September  29,  1962.  Applicant:  WAT¬ 
KINS  MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  Albany 
Road,  Thomasville,  Ga.  Applicant’s  at¬ 
torney:  Duane  W.  Acklie,  Box  2028,  Lin¬ 
coln,  Nebr.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Meats,  packinghouse  products,  and  com¬ 
modities  used  by  packinghouses  as  de¬ 
scribed  in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Car¬ 
rier  Certificates, *61  M.C.C.  209,  from 
Hawarden,  Iowa,  and  points  within  (5) 
five  miles  thereof,  to  points  in  California, 
Colorado,  Connecticut,  Delaware,  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia,  Florida,  Georgia,  Ken¬ 
tucky,  Maine,  Maryland,  Massachusetts, 
Nevada,  New  Hampshire,  New  Jersey, 
New  York,  North  Carolina,  Ohio,  Oregon, 
Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island,  South 
Carolina,  Utah,  Vermont,  Virginia,  West 
Virginia,  and  Washington. 

HEARING:  November  5,  1962,  at  the 
Sheraton- Warrior  Hotel,  Sioux  City, 
Iowa,  before  Examiner  Hugh  M.  Nichol¬ 
son. 

No.  MC  103490  (Sub-No.  53).  filed  Oc¬ 
tober  5,  1962.  Applicant:  PROVAN  PE¬ 
TROLEUM  TRANSPORTATION  COM¬ 
PANY,  INC.,  210  Mill  Street,  Newburgh, 
N.Y.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Morton  E. 
Kiel,  140  Cedar  Street,  New  York  6,  N.Y. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting :  Dry  cement 
and  mortar,  in  bulk  and  in  bags,  from 
the  plant  site  of  Atlantic  Cement  Co.,  at 
or  near  Ravena,  N.Y.,  to  points  in  New 
Jersey,  New  York,  Pennsylvania,  Con¬ 
necticut,  Rhode  Island,  Massachusetts, 
Vermont,  and  New  Hampshire,  and  re¬ 
jected,  returned  or  damaged  shipments, 
on  return. 

HEARING:  November  12,  1962,  at  346 
Broadway,  New  York,  N.Y.,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  Richard  A.  White. 

No.  MC  105813  (Sub-No.  78) ,  filed  Oc¬ 
tober  4,  1962.  Applicant:  BELFORD 
TRUCKING  CO.,  INC.,  1299  Northwest 
23d  Street,  Miami,  Fla.  Applicant’s  at¬ 
torney:  David  Axelrod,  39  South  La  Salle 
Street,  Chicago  3,  Ill.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Meats,  meat  products,  meat  by¬ 
products  and  articles  distributed  by  meat 
packinghouses,  (1)  from  Madison, 
S.  Dak.,  to  points  in  Florida,  and  (2) 
from  Madison  and  Sioux  Falls,  S.  Dak., 
to  points  in  Tennessee,  North  Carolina, 
South  Carolina,  and  Alabama. 

Note:  Common  control  may  be  involved. 

HEARING:  November  7,  1962,  at  the 
U.S.  Court  Rooms,  Sioux  Falls,  S.  Dak., 
before  Examiner  Hugh  M.  Nicholson. 

No.  MC  106398  (Sub-No.  200),  filed 
June  11,  1962.  Applicant:  NATIONAL 
TRAILER  CONVOY,  INC.,  1916  North 
Sheridan  Road,  Tulsa,  Okla.  Applicant’s 
attorney:  Wm.  R.  Privitt  (same  address 
as  applicant) .  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  (1)  Trailers,  designed  to  be  drawn 
by  passenger  automobiles,  in  initial 
movements,  in  truckaway  service,  from 


points  in  Missouri  (except  Linden,  Kan¬ 
sas  City,  Carrollton,  Springfield,  Nevada, 
and  Neosho,  Mo.) ,  to  points  in  the  United 
States,  including  Alaska  (but  excluding 
Hawaii) ;  and  (2)  campers  and  camper 
coaches,  in  initial  movements,  in  truck¬ 
away  service,  from  points  in  Missouri,  to 
points  in  the  United  States,  including 
Alaska,  (but  excluding  Hawaii),  and 
empty  containers  or  other  such  inciden¬ 
tal  facilities  (not  specified)  used  in 
transporting  the  commodities  specified  in 

(1)  and  (2)  above,  on  return. 

HEARING:  December  6,  1962,  at  the 

Park  East  Hotel,  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  before 
Examiner  Samuel  Horwich. 

No.  MC  106965  (Sub-No.  191),  filed 
September  14,  1962.  Applicant:  M.  I. 
O’BOYLE  &  SON,  INC.,  doing  business  as 
O’BOYLE  TANK  LINES,  a  corporation, 
1825  Jefferson  Place  NW.,  Washington  6, 
D.C.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Clarence  D. 
Todd,  1825  Jefferson  Place  NW.,  Wash¬ 
ington  6,  D.C.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Dry  cement,  (1)  from  the  plant  site 
of  Standard  Lime  and  Cement  Co.,  a  di¬ 
vision  of  Martin-Marietta  Corp.,  Balti¬ 
more,  Md.,  to  points  in  Maryland,  Dela¬ 
ware,  District  of  Columbia,  and  points  in 
Virginia  on  and  east  of  U.S.  Highway  11 
and  on  and  north  of  U.S.  Highway  60, 
and  points  in  Adams,  Chester,  Delaware, 
Lancaster,  and  York  Counties,  Pa.,  and 

(2)  from  the  plant  site  of  Standard  Lime 
and  Cement  Co.,  a  division  of  Martin- 
Marietta  Corp.,  Washington,  D.C.,  to 
points  in  Maryland,  Delaware,  District  of 
Columbia,  and  points  in  Virginia  on  and 
east  of  U.S.  Highway  11  and  on  and  north 
of  U.S.  Highway  60,  and  points  in  Adams, 
Chester,  Delaware,  Lancaster  and  York 
Counties,  Pa. 

Note:  Common  control  may  be  involved. 

HEARING:  November  20,  1962,  at  the 
Offices  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  Frank  J.  Mahoney. 

No.  MC  107107  (Sub-No.  214) 
(AMENDMENT),  filed  Ma:  14,  1962, 
published  in  Federal  Register  of  Oc¬ 
tober  10,  1962,  amended  September  26, 
1962,  and  republished,  as  amended,  this 
issue.  Applicant:  ALTERMAN  TRANS¬ 
PORT  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  65, 
Allapattah  Station,  Miami  42,  Fla. 
Applicant’s  representative:  H.  R.  Mar- 
lane  (same  address  as  applicant).  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Toilet  prepara¬ 
tions,  in  vehicles  equipped  with  mechan¬ 
ical  refrigeration,  from  points  in  the 
Chicago,  HI.,  Commercial  Zone,  to  points 
in  Florida  and  Georgia. 

Note:  The  purpose  of  this  republication 
is  to  add  the  state  of  Georgia  as  a  destina¬ 
tion  state. 

HEARING:  Remains  as  assigned  De¬ 
cember  3,  1962,  at  the  Palmer  House, 
Chicago,  Ill.,  before  Examiner  Warren 
C.  White. 

No.  MC4  108207  (Sub-No.  100) ,  filed 
August  23,  1962.  Applicant:  FROZEN 
FOOD  EXPRESS,  a  corporation,  318 
Cadiz  Street,  Dallas,  Tex.  Applicant’s 
attorney:  Ralph  W.  Pulley,  Jr.,  First 
National  Bank  Building,  Dallas  2,  Tex. 


Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Bananas, 
from  New  Orleans,  La.,  and  Mobile,  Ala  , 
to  Topeka,  Kans. 

HEARING:  December  14,  1962,  at  the 
Hotel  Pick-Kansan,  Topeka,  Kans.,  be¬ 
fore  Examiner  Samuel  Horwich. 

No.  MC  108435  (Sub-No.  16),  filed 
July  17,  1962.  Applicant:  OSCAR  C. 
RADKE,  doing  business  as  RADKE 
TRANSIT,  Schofield,  Wis.  Applicant’s 
attorney:  Richard  E.  Kossow,  Midland 
Bank  Building,  Minneapolis  1,  Minn. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com-  - 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1) 
Hardboard,  fibrous -felted  (fibreboard) , 
from  Phillips,  Wis.,  to  points  in  Ar¬ 
kansas,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Kansas, 
Kentucky,  Michigan,  Minnesota,  Ne¬ 
braska,  New  York,  North  Dakota,  Ohio, 
Pennsylvania,  South  Dakota,  and  Ten¬ 
nessee,  and  damaged  or  rejected  mate¬ 
rial,  on  return,  and  (2)  supplies  for  man¬ 
ufacturing  and  packaging  hardboard 
from  points  in  Illinois  and  Ohio  to 
Phillips,  Wis. 

HEARING:  December  12,  1962,  in 
Room  393,  Federal  Building  and  U.S. 
Court  House,  110  South  Fourth  Street, 
Minneapolis,  Minn.,  before  Examiner 
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No.  MC  110012  (Sub-No.  9) ,  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  25,  1962.  Applicant:  G.  B.  C., 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  68,  Morristown,  Tenn. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  James  W.  Wrape, 
2111  Sterick  Building,  Nashville  3,  Tenn. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  (a)  Par¬ 
ticle  board,  from  points  in  Hamblen 
County,  Tenn.,  to  points  in  all  the  states 
east  of  the  Mississippi  River  and  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia;  and  (b)  lumber,  from 
points  in  Pennsylvania,  New  York, 
Georgia,  North  Carolina,  South  Caro¬ 
lina,  Virginia,  Indiana,  Illinois,  Ohio, 
West  Virginia,  Tennessee,  Louisiana, 
Kentucky,  Alabama,  Vermont,  to  points 
in  Hamblen  and  Cocke  Counties,  Tenn. 

HEARING:  November  26,  1962,  at  the 
Offices  of  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.,  before 
Examiner  Theodore  M.  Tahan. 

No.  MC  111375  (Sub-No.  7),  filed  May 
18,  1962.  Applicant:  OTTO  PIRKLE, 
doing  business  as  PIRKLE  REFRIGER¬ 
ATED  FREIGHT  LINES,  3567  East 
Barnard  Avenue,  Cudahy,  Wis.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (A)  Dairy  prod¬ 
ucts,  as  described  in  section  “B”  of  Ap¬ 
pendix  I,  to  Descriptions  in  Motor  Car¬ 
rier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209,  766,  (1> 
from  points  in  Wisconsin,  Lincoln,  Ill., 
Rochester,  Ind.,  Fairbault,  New  Ulm  and 
Stillwater,  Minn.,  Delevan,  Lowville,  New 
York,  Rochester,  and  Syracuse,  N.Y., 
and  Van  Wert,  Ohio,  to  points  in  Cali¬ 
fornia,  Idaho,  Montana,  Oregon,  and 
Washington,  Phoenix  and  Tucson,  Ariz., 
Albuquerque,  N.  Mex.,  Las  Vegas  and 
Reno,  Nev.,  Denver,  Colo.,  Tulsa  and 
Oklahoma  City,  Okla.,  EH  Paso,  Tex., 
and  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah;  (2)  from 
points  in  Wisconsin  to  Akron  and  Cleve¬ 
land,  Ohio,  points  in  New  York,  New 
Jersey,  Massachusetts,  Rhode  Island, 
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and  Connecticut,  and  Pittsburgh  and 
Philadelphia,  Pa.  (B)  Canned  cream 
from  Menominee,  Wis.,  to  Phoenix  and 
Tucson,  Ariz.,  Las  Vegas  and  Reno,  Nev., 
Salt  Lake  City,  Utah,  Albuquerque,  N. 
Mex.,  Denver,  Colo.,  Tulsa  and  Oklahoma 
City,  Okla.,  El  Paso,  Tex.,  and  points  in 
California,  Idaho,  Montana,  Oregon,  and 
Washington. 

Note:  Applicant  states  that  the  authority 
requested  in  (1)  above  duplicates  to  some 
extent  authority  now  held  under  Subs  1,  2, 

4,  and  5;  and  that  revocation  of  any  dupli¬ 
cating  authority  will  be  requested  if  the 
authority  requested  in  (1)  above  “is  granted 
in  whole  or  in  part.’’ 

HEARING:  December  3,  1962,  at  the 
Wisconsin  Public  Service  Commission, 
Madison,  Wis.,  before  Examiner  Walter 
R.  Lee. 

No.  MC  112020  (Sub-No.  166) 
(AMENDMENT),  filed  July  16,  1962, 
published  Federal  Register  issue  of 
October  3,  1962,  amended  September  26, 
1962,  republished  as  amended,  October 
10,  1962,  and  further  amended  and  re¬ 
published,  this  issue.  Applicant:  COM¬ 
MERCIAL  OIL  TRANSPORT,  INC., 
1030  Stayton  Street,  Fort  Worth,  Tex. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  (1) 

Asphalt,  in  bulk,  from  points  in  Harris 
County,  Tex.,  to  points  in  Arkansas, 
Oklahoma,  and  Louisiana,  (2)  drilling 
mud,  in  bulk,  from  points  in  Harris 
County,  Tex.,  to  points  in  Arkansas, 
Oklahoma,  Louisiana,  and  Mississippi, 
(3)  drilling  mud,  in  bulk,  which  origi¬ 
nates  at  Harris  County,  Tex.,  and  is 
stopped  in  transit  for  processing  at  New 
Orleans,  La.,  and  reshipped  from  New 
Orleans,  La.,  to  points  in  Mississippi  and 
Louisiana,  and  (4)  used  drilling  mud,  in 
bulk,  from  points  in  Arkansas,  Okla¬ 
homa,  Louisiana,  and  Mississippi  to 
points  in  Harris  County,  Tex. 

Note:  The  purpose  of  this  republication  is 
to  add  (4) . 

HEARING:  Remains  as  assigned  No¬ 
vember  6,  1962,  at  the  Federal  Office 
Building,  Franklin  and  Fannin  Streets, 
Houston,  Tex.,  before  Examiner  Garland 
E.  Taylor. 

No.  MC  112020  (Sub-No.  172) 
(AMENDMENT),  filed  August  3,  1962, 
published  Federal  Register  issue  of 
October  3,  1962,  amended  October  9,  1962 
and  republished  as  amended  this  issue. 
Applicant:  COMMERCIAL  OIL  TRANS¬ 
PORT,  INC.,  1030  Stayton  Street,  Fort 
Worth,  Tex.  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehi¬ 
cle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Corn  syrup,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
from  Memphis,  Tenn.,  to  points  in  Ar¬ 
kansas,  Alabama,  Louisiana,  Texas,  and 
Mississippi. 

Note:  Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
The  purpose  of  this  republication  is  to  add 
Mississippi  as  a  destination  State. 

HEARING:  Remains  as  assigned  No¬ 
vember  9,  1962,  at  the  Baker  Hotel, 
Dallas,  Tex.,  before  Examiner  Henry  A, 
Cockrum. 

No.  MC  112020  (Sub-No.  173),  filed 
August  3,  1962.  Applicant:  COMMER¬ 
CIAL  OIL  TRANSPORT,  INC.,  1030 
Stayton  Street,  Fort  Worth,  TeX.  Au- 
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thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Cleaning  com¬ 
pounds,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
Kansas  City,  Mo.,  to  points  in  Arkansas, 
Oklahoma,  Kansas,  Nebraska,  Iowa,  and 
Illinois. 

Note:  Common  control  may  be  involved. 

HEARING:  December  10,  1962,  at  the 
Park  East  Hotel,  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  be¬ 
fore  Examiner  Samuel  Horwich. 

No.  MC  112020  (Sub-No.  177),  filed 
August  13,  1962.  Applicant:  COMMER¬ 
CIAL  OIL  TRANSPORT,  INC.,  1030 
Stayton  Street,  Fort  Worth,  Tex.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Dry  fertilizer,  in 
bulk  (1)  from  Horn,  Mo.,  to  points  in 
Arkansas,  South  Dakota,  and  Wyoming; 
(2)  from  St.  Joseph,  Mo.,  to  points  in 
Nebraska,  Kansas,  Colorado,  South 
Dakota,  and  Wyoming;  (3)  from  Law¬ 
rence,  Kans.,  to  points  in  Oklahoma, 
Colorado,  South  Dakota,  Iowa,  and 
Wyoming;  (4)  from  Muskogee,  Okla.,  to 
points  in  Kansas  and  (5)  from  East  St. 
Louis,  Ill.,  to  points  in  Iowa,  Kansas, 
and  Missouri. 

HEARING:  December  11,  1962,  at  the 
Park  East  Hotel,  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  be¬ 
fore  Examiner  Samuel  Horwich. 

No.  MC  112617  (Sub-No.  129),  filed 
September  20, 1962.  Applicant:  LIQUID 
TRANSPORTERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  5135, 
Cherokee  Station,  Louisville  5,  Ky.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Acids  and  chem¬ 
icals,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
Ringwood,  Ill.,  to  points  in  Kentucky, 
Tennessee,  Louisiana,  and  Texas,  and  re¬ 
jected  shipments,  on  return. 

HEARING:  December  6,  1962,  at  the 
Federal  Office  Building,  701  Loyola  Ave¬ 
nue,  New  Orleans,  La.,  before  Examiner 
James  O’D.  Moran. 

No.  MC  113255  (Sub-No.  36),  filed  Au¬ 
gust  13,  1962.  Applicant:  MILK 

TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  398,  New 
Bridgton,  Minn.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
Val  M.  Higgins,  First  National  Bank 
Building,  Minneapolis,  Minn.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Vinegar,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  from  Belding,  Mich.,  to  Chaska 
and  Minneapolis,  Minn.,  and  exempt 
commodities,  on  return. 

HEARING:  December  10,  1962,  in 

Room  393,  Federal  Building  and  U.S. 
Court  House,  110  South  Fourth  Street, 
Minneapolis,  Minn.,  before  Examiner 
Walter  R.  Lee. 

No.  MC  113255  (Sub-No.  38),  filed  Au¬ 
gust  13,  1962.  Applicant:  MILK 

TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  398,  New 
Brighton,  Minn.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
Val  M.  Higgins,  First  National  Bank 
Building,  Minneapolis,  Minn.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Vinegar,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  from  St.  Paul,  Minn.,  to  points 
in  Iowa,  Nebraska,  Wisconsin,  South  Da¬ 
kota,  and  Colorado,  and  exempt  com¬ 
modities,  on  return. 

HEARING:  December  10,  1962,  in 

Room  393,  Federal  Building  and  U.S. 
Court  House,  110  South  Fourth  Street, 
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Minneapolis,  Minn.,  before  Examiner 
Walter  R.  Lee. 

No.  MC  113310  (Sub-No.  2),  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  24,  1962.  Applicant:  C  &  J 
TRANSPORT  CO.,  a  corporation,  639 
East  Polk  Street,  Milwaukee  2,  Wis.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  attorney:  James  W.  Wrape, 
2111  Sterick  Building,  Memphis  3,  Tenn. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Traction  engines 
or  tractors,  steam  or  internal  combus¬ 
tion,  with  or  without  attachments,  from 
Milwaukee,  Wis.,  to  points  in  Wisconsin, 
points  in  Lake,  McHenry,  Boone,  Winne¬ 
bago,  Stephenson,  Jo  Daviess,  Carroll, 
Ogle,  De  Kalb,  Kane,  Cook,  Du  Page, 
Kendall,  Lee,  and  Whiteside  Counties, 
Ill.,  points  in  Allamakee,  Winneshiek, 
Howard,  Mitchell,  Worth,  Floyd,  Chicka¬ 
saw,  Fayette,  Clayton,  Butler,  Bremer, 
Black  Hawk,  Buchanan,  Delaware,  Du¬ 
buque,  Linn,  Jones,  Jackson,  and  Clinton 
Counties,  Iowa,  and  points  in  Pine,  Kan¬ 
abec,  Mille  Lacs,  Benton,  Isanti,  Chisago, 
Sherburne,  Anoka,  Washington,  Ram¬ 
sey,  Wright,  Hennepin,  McLeod,  Carver, 
Scott,  Dakota,  Sibley,  Nicollet,  Le  Sueur, 
Rice,  Goodhue,  Wabasha,  Blue  Earth, 
Waseca,  Steele,  Dodge,  Olmsted,  Winona, 
Faribault,  Freeborn,  Mower,  Fillmore, 
and  Houston  Counties,  Minn. 

HEARING:  December  7,  1962,  at  the 
Federal  Building,  Milwaukee,  Wis.,  be¬ 
fore  Examiner  Walter  R.  Lee. 

No.  MC  113666  (Sub-No.  11),  filed 
September  14,  1962.  Applicant:  FREE¬ 
PORT  TRANSPORT,  INC.,  1200  Butler 
Road,  Freeport,  Pa.  Applicant’s  attor¬ 
ney:  James  W.  Hagar,  Commerce  Build¬ 
ing,  P.O.  Box  432,  Harrisburg,  Pa. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Pre¬ 
fabricated  or  precut  houses,  knocked 
down  or  in  sections,  and  component 
parts  thereof,  and  when  moving  in  con¬ 
nection  therewith,  material,  supplies, 
accessories,  fixtures,  and  appliances 
necessary  to  the  construction,  erection 
and  completion  of  such  houses  (except 
commodities  requiring  special  equip¬ 
ment)  from  the  plant  site  of  Main  Line 
Manufacturing  Company,  in  Philadel¬ 
phia,  Pa.,  to  points  in  Delaware,  Iowa, 
Kansas,  Minnesota,  Missouri,  Nebraska, 
New  Jersey.  Tennessee,  and  Wisconsin. 
(2)  Materials,  supplies,  accessories,  fix¬ 
tures  and  appliances,  used  in  construc¬ 
tion,  erection,  and  completion  of  pre¬ 
fabricated  or  precut  houses,  from  points 
in  Michigan  and  Ohio  to  Philadelphia, 
Pa. 

HEARING:  November  26.  1962,  at  the 
Offices  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  Donald  R.  Sutherland. 

No.  MC  113666  (Sub-No.  12),  filed 
September  14,  1962.  Applicant:  FREE¬ 
PORT  TRANSPORT,  INC.,  1200  Butler 
Road,  Freeport,  Pa.  Applicant’s  attor¬ 
ney:  James  W.  Hagar,  Commerce  Build¬ 
ing,  P.O.  Box  432,  Harrisburg,  Pa. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Urea  and 
ammonium  nitrate,  from  ports  of  entry 
on  the  International  boundary  line  be¬ 
tween  the  United  States  and  Canada  in 
New  York  on  the  Niagara  River  and  In 
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Michigan  on  the  Detroit  River  to  points 
in  Connecticut,  Delaware,  Illinois,  In¬ 
diana,  Maine,  Maryland,  Massachusetts, 
Michigan,  New  Hampshire,  New  Jersey, 
New  York,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  and 
Rhode  Island. 

HEARING:  November  28,  1962,  at  the 
Offices  of  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.,  before 
Examiner  James  I.  Carr. 

No.  MC  114364  (Sub-No.  66), 
(AMENDED),  filed  June  18,  1962,  pub¬ 
lished  in  Federal  Register  issue  of  Sep¬ 
tember  26,  1962,  republished  as  amended 
this  issue.  Applicant:  WRIGHT  MO¬ 
TOR  LINES,  INC.,  16th  and  Elm  Streets, 
Box  672,  Rocky  Ford,  Colo.  Applicant’s 
attorney:  Alvin  J.  Meiklejohn,  Jr.,  Den¬ 
ham  Building,  Denver,  Colo.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Beer  and  malt  beverages 
from  Pueblo,  Colo.,  commercial  zone  to 
points  in  Kansas,  Oklahoma,  Nebraska, 
New  Mexico,  Wyoming,  Montana,  Iowa, 
on  and  west  of  U.S.  Highway  59,  Mis¬ 
souri  on  and  west  of  U.S.  Highway  65, 
Spokane,  Wash.,  and  Rapid  City,  S.  Dak.; 
and  empty  bottles,  kegs  and  containers, 
or  other  such  incidental  facilities  used  in 
transporting  the  above  commodities,  on 
return  trips. 

Note:  Applicant  states  that  it  is  controlled 
by  Earl  Bray,  Inc.  The  purpose  of  this  re¬ 
publication  is  to  add  Spokane,  Wash.,  as  a 
destination  point. 

HEARING:  Remains  as  assigned  No¬ 
vember  1,  1962,  at  New  Customs  House, 
Denver,  Colo.,  before  Examiner  Laurence 
E.  Masoner. 

No.  MC  115669  (Sub-No.  32), filed  July 
30,  1962.  Applicant:  HOWARD  N. 

DAHLSTEN,  doing  business  as  DAHL- 
STEN  TRUCK  LINE,  P.O.  Box  95,  Clay 
Center,  Nebr.  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting : 
(1)  Soybean  products,  soybean  meal 
products,  animal  and  poultry  feed,  ani¬ 
mal  and  poultry  feed  ingredients,  and 
other  related  items  when  shipped  with 
feed  and  ingredients,  such  related  items 
as  empty  bags  and  other  containers,  ani¬ 
mal  and  poultry  health  products,  insec¬ 
ticides,  pesticides,  advertising  matter, 
advertising  materials,  and  premiums, 
from  Muncie,  Kans.,  to  points  in  Ne¬ 
braska,  Iowa,  North  Dakota,  South  Da¬ 
kota,  Montana,  Wyoming,  Colorado,  and 
Missouri,  and  (2)  soybeans,  soybean 
meal  products,  animal  and  poultry 
feed  ingredients,  from  points  in  Mis¬ 
souri,  Iowa,  Minnesota,  Nebraska,  South 
Dakota,  and  Colorado,  to  Muncie,  Kans. 

HEARING:  December  7,  1962,  at  the 
Park  East  Hotel,  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  be¬ 
fore  Examiner  Samuel  Horwich. 

No.  MC  116317  (Sub-No.  21),  filed 
September  17,  1962.  Applicant:  FEAS- 
TER  TRUCKING  SERVICE,  INC.,  Cla- 
flin,  Kans.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Clay  products  (except  floor  tile),  (1)  be¬ 
tween  Great  Bend,  Kanopolis,  and 
Buffalo,  Kans.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  that  part  of  New 
Mexico  west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
New  Mexico-Colorado  State  line  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  U.S.  Highway  85,  to  Santa 


Fe,  N.  Mex.,  thence  northwest  along  U.S. 
Highway  84  to  junction  New  Mexico 
Highway  96,  thence  south  along  New 
Mexico  Highway  96  to  junction  New 
Mexico  Highway  44,  thence  south  along 
New  Mexico  Highway  44  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  85,  at  or  near  Bernalillo,  N. 
Mex.,  and  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  85 
to  the  New  Mexico-Texas  State  line,  that 
part  of  Wyoming  west  and  north  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Wyoming-Colorado 
State  line  and  extending  northwest 
along  U.S.  Highway  287  to  Muddy  Gap, 
Wyo.,  thence  northeast  along  Wyoming 
220,  to  Casper,  Wyo.,  and  thence  east 
along  U.S.  Highway  20  to  the  Wyoming- 
Nebraska  State  line,  that  part  of  Colo¬ 
rado  west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Colorado-Wyoming  State  line  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  U.S.  Highway  287,  to 
Denver,  Colo.,  and  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  85,  to  the  Colorado-New  Mexico 
State  line,  and  (2)  between  Tulsa, 
Oklahoma  City  and  Clinton,  Okla.,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  that  part  of  New  Mexico  west  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  New  Mexico-Colo¬ 
rado  State  line  and  extending  along 
U.S.  Highway  85  to  Santa  Fe,  N.  Mex., 
thence  northwest  along  U.S.  Highway  84 
to  junction  New  Mexico  Highway  96, 
thence  south  along  New  Mexico  Highway 
96  to  junction  New  Mexico  Highway  44, 
thence  south  along  New  Mexico  Highway 
44  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  85,  at  or 
near  Bernalillo,  N.  Mex.,  and  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  85  to  the  New 
Mexico-Texas  State  line,  and  that  part 
of  Wyoming  west  and  north  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Wyoming-Colorado 
State  line  and  extending  northwest  along 
U.S.  Highway  287,  to  Muddy  Gap,  Wyo., 
thence  northeast  along  Wyoming  High¬ 
way  220  to  Casper,  Wyo.,  and  thence  east 
along  U.S.  Highway  20  to  the  Wyoming- 
Nebraska  State  line,  that  part  of  Colo¬ 
rado  west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Colorado-Wyoming  State  line  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  U.S.  Highway  287,  to 
Denver,  Colo.,  and  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  85  to  the  Colorado-New  Mexico 
State  line. 

Note:  It  is  noted  that  applicant  has  com¬ 
mon  carrier  authority  under  MC  117651  (Sub- 
No.  3),  therefor,  dual  operations  may  be 
involved. 

HEARING:  December  12,  1962,  at  the 
Hotel  Pick-Kansan,  Topeka,  Kans.,  be¬ 
fore  Examiner  Samuel  Horwich. 

No.  MC  117119  (Sub-No.  68),  filed 
September  28,  1962.  Applicant:  WIL¬ 
LIS  SHAW  FROZEN  EXPRESS,  INC., 
Elm  Springs,  Ark.  Applicant’s  attor¬ 
neys:  A.  Alvis  Layne,  Pennsylvania 
Building,  Washington  4,  D.C.,  and  John 
H.  Joyce,  26  North  College  Avenue, 
Fayetteville,  Ark.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Frozen  foods,  from  Council  Bluffs, 
Iowa,  to  points  in  Florida,  Alabama, 
Georgia,  North  Carolina,  South  Carolina, 
and  Tennessee  (except  Memphis). 

HEARING:  November  5,  1962,  at  the 
Offices  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  C.  Evans  Brooks. 

No.  MC  119792  (Sub-No.  5) ,  filed  June 
4,  1962.  Applicant:  CHICAGO  SOUTH¬ 
ERN  TRANSPORTATION  COMPANY, 


a  corporation,  4000  Packers  Avenue, 
Chicago,  Ill.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
Joseph  M.  Scanlan,  111  West  Washing¬ 
ton  Street,  Chicago  2,  Ill.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Drugs  and  toilet  prepara¬ 
tions,  dessert  preparations,  catalogs  and 
books,  liairwaving  kits  and  shampoos, 
matches,  premiums,  advertising  ma¬ 
terials,  promotional  and  display  mate¬ 
rials,  from  Chicago,  Ill.,  to  points  in 
Florida. 

HEARING:  November  28, 1962,  at  The 
Palmer  House,  Chicago,  Ill.,  before 
Examiner  Walter  R.  Lee. 

No.  MC  119880  (Sub-No.  6),  filed  June 
7,  1962.  Applicant:  DRUM  TRANS¬ 
PORT,  INC.,  Box  2056,  East  Peoria,  Ill. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  Donald  L.  Stern, 
924  City  National  Bank  Building,  Omaha 
2,  Nebr.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Alcohol 
and  alcoholic  liquors,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  from  Sausalito,  Calif.,  to 
Pekin,  Ill. 

HEARING:  November  26,  1962,  at  The 
Palmer  House,  Chicago,  Ill.,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  Walter  R.  Lee. 

No.  MC  120543  (Sub-No.  6),  filed 
September  20,  1962.  Applicant:  FLOR¬ 
IDA  REFRIGERATED  SERVICE,  INC., 
U.S.  301,  North  Dade  City,  Fla.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  attorney:  Lawrence  D.  Fay,  512 
Barnett  National  Bank  Building,  P.O. 
Box  1086,  Jacksonville  1,  Fla.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Canned  citrus  products 
and  canned  fruit  juices,  in  mixed  ship¬ 
ments  with  citrus  products,  frozen,  and 
citrus  products  not  canned  and  not 
frozen,  in  vehicles  equipped  with  me¬ 
chanical  refrigeration,  from  points  in 
Florida,  to  points  in  Arizona,  California, 
Colorado,  Idaho,  Montana,  Nevada,  New 
Mexico,  Oregon,  Utah,  Washington,  and 
Wyoming. 

HEARING:  November  12,  1962,  at  the 
U.S.  Court  Rooms,  Tampa,  Fla.,  before 
Examiner  Abraham  J.  Essrick. 

No.  MC  123075  (Sub-No.  7) ,  filed  July 
5, 1962.  Applicant:  HARVEY  D.  SHUPE 
AND  HOWARD  YOST,  doing  business  as 
SHUPE  &  YOST,  a  partnership,  2721 
Eighth  Avenue,  Greeley,  Colo.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  attorney:  Michael  T.  Corcoran, 
1360  Locust  Street,  Denver  20,  Colo. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  con¬ 
tract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Animal  and 
poultry  feeds,  from  St.  Joseph,  Mo.,  to 
points  in  Colorado,  Nebraska,  Kansas, 
and  Wyoming,  and  salt  and  salt  products, 
and  exempt  commodities,  on  return. 

Note:  Applioant  states  the  proposed  serv¬ 
ice  will  be  for  the  account  of  Schreiber  Mills, 
St.  Joseph,  Mo. 

HEARING:  December  5,  1962,  at  the 
Park  East  Hotel,  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  before 
Examiner  Samuel  Horwich. 

No.  MC  124078  (Sub-No.  21),  filed 
June  6,  1962.  Applicant:  SCHWER- 
MAN  TRUCKING  CO.,  a  corporation, 
620  South  29th  Street,  Milwaukee  46, 
Wis.  Applicant’s  attorney:  James  A. 
Ziperski  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir- 


Wednesday ,  October  17,  1962 


FEDERAL  REGISTER 


10193 


regular  routes,  transporting:  Anhydrous 
ammonia,  aqua  ammonia,  fertilizers, 
liquid  fertilizer  solutions,  and  nitrogen 
fertilizer  solutions,  liquid,  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles,  from  Muscatine,  Iowa,  and 
points  within  five  (5)  miles  thereof,  to 
points  in  Nebraska,  Missouri,  Illinois,  In¬ 
diana,  Wisconsin,  Minnesota,  South  Da¬ 
kota,  Kansas,  North  Dakota,  and  Iowa. 

Note:  Applicant  states  it  has  contract 
carrier  authority  involving  the  transporta¬ 
tion  of  petroleum  products  Tinder  Docket 
No.  MC  113832;  it  also  has  common  carrier 
authority  involving  the  transportation  of 
cement,  concrete  conduit,  as  well  as  appli¬ 
cations  involving  other  commodities,  pend¬ 
ing  under  Docket  No.  MC  124078.  Therefore, 
dual  operations  may  be  involved.  Common 
control  may  be  involved. 

HEARING:  November  27,  1962,  at  the 
Palmer  House,  Chicago,  Ill.,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  Walter  R.  Lee. 

No.  MC  124432  (Sub-No.  1),  filed  Au¬ 
gust  20, 1962.  Applicant:  ANDY  KINDS- 
VATER,  P.O.  Box  1037,  Dodge  City, 
Kans.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Arthur  L. 
Claussen,  303  New  England  Building, 
Topeka,  Kans.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting : 
Agricultural  augers,  crop  spayers,  bale 
movers  and  elevators  with  attachments 
and  accessories,  from  Dodge  City,  Kans., 
and  Compton  and  Monmouth,  Ill.,  to 
points  in  California,  Illinois,  Idaho,  Iowa, 
Kansas,  Minnesota,  Montana,  Nebraska, 
North  Dakota,  Oklahoma,  Oregon,  South 
Dakota,  Texas,  Washington,  and  Wyo¬ 
ming,  and  returned  and  refused  com¬ 
modities  as  described  above,  on  return. 

Note:  Applicant  is  also  authorized  to  con¬ 
duct  operations  as  a  common  carrier  in  Cer¬ 
tificate  MC  249  and  subs;  therefore  dual 
operations  may  be  involved. 

HEARING:  December  13,  1962,  at  the 
Hotel  Pick-Kansan,  Topeka,  Kans.,  be¬ 
fore  Examiner  Samuel  Horwich. 

No.  MC  124505  (Sub-No.  1) ,  filed  June 
18,  1962.  Applicant:  EUGENE  TRIPP, 
4624  South  Avenue  West,  Missoula,  Mont. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  Jeremy  G.  Thane, 
Western  Bank  Building,  Missoula,  Mont. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  con¬ 
tract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Beer,  from 
Missoula,  Mont.,  to  Sandpoint,  Coeur 
d’Alene,  Lewiston,  and  Idaho  Falls, 
Idaho;  Spokane,  Moses  Lake,  Seattle,  and 
Kennewick,  Wash.;  and  Pendleton  and 
Portland,  Oreg.,  and  empty  beer  con¬ 
tainers,  from  the  above-destination 
points  to  Missoula,  Mont. 

HEARING:  November  26, 1962,  at  Yel¬ 
lowstone  County  Court  House,  Billings, 
Mont.,  before  Examiner  Joseph  A.  Reilly. 

No.  MC  124596,  filed  July  30,  1962. 
Applicant:  STANLEY  C.  MATLOCK, 
doing  business  as  STAN’s  SUBURBAN 
SERVICE,  1250  First  Avenue  South, 
Lethbridge,  Alberta,  Canada.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (1)  Flour  (not  for  human 
consumption)  from  ports  of  entry  on  the 
international  boundary  between  United 
States  and  Canada  located  in  Montana 
and  Idaho  to  Eugene,  Grants  Pass,  Co- 
quille,  and  North  Bend,  Oreg.,  and  Eu¬ 
reka,  Calif.;  (2)  agricultural  machinery, 
Implements,  steel  buildings  and  parts 

No.  202 - 7 


thereof,  from  points  in  California,  Kan¬ 
sas,  Minnesota,  Illinois,  Missouri,  Idaho, 
Nebraska,  Ohio,  Oregon,  Oklahoma, 
South  Dakota,  Texas,  Utah,  Washing¬ 
ton,  and  Wisconsin  to  ports  of  entry  on 
the  international  boundary  line  between 
United  States  and  Canada  located  in 
Idaho  and  Montana;  (3)  agricultural 
machinery,  implements  and  parts  from 
ports  of  entry  along  the  international 
boundary  line  between  the  United  States 
and  Canada  located  in  Idaho  and  Mon¬ 
tana  to  points  in  North  Dakota,  Ne¬ 
braska,  Missouri  Kansas,  Texas,  and 
Oklahoma;  (4)  road  construction  ma¬ 
chinery  and  equipment  from  Portland, 
Oreg.,  and  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  to  ports  of 
entry  on  the  international  boundary  line 
between  United  States  and  Canada  lo¬ 
cated  in  Idaho  and  Montana;  and  (5) 
animal  feed  supplements  and  agricul¬ 
tural  fertilizer  from  Butte  and  Red 
Lodge,  Mont.,  to  ports  of  entry  on  the 
international  boundary  between  the 
United  States  and  Canada  located  in 
Idaho  and  Montana. 

HEARING:  November  27, 1962,  at  Yel¬ 
lowstone  County  Court  House,  Billings, 
Mont.,  before  Examiner  Joseph  A.  Reilly. 

No.  MC  124647,  filed  July  26,  1962. 
Applicant:  FELIX  BOUSKA,  doing  busi¬ 
ness  as  FELIX’S  GARAGE,  1750  Cass 
Street,  Green  Bay,  Wis.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Wrecked  and  disabled 
vehicles  and  replacement  tractors  for 
wrecked  and  disabled  vehicles,  using  tow 
truck  and  wrecker  equipment  only  in  the 
performance  of  said  service,  between 
points  in  Brown,  Oconto,  Door,  Kewau¬ 
nee,  Outagamie,  Shawano,  Waupaca, 
Winnebago,  Manitowoc,  Calumet,  Wau¬ 
shara,  Portage,  Green  Lake,  Marquette, 
Fond  du  Lac,  Columbia,  Washington, 
Ozaukee,  Sheboygan,  Milwaukee,  Racine, 
Walworth,  Dane,  Jefferson,  Adams, 
Juneau,  Langlade,  Marathon,  Florence, 
and  Taylor  Counties,  Wis.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Illinois, 
Indiana,  and  Michigan. 

HEARING:  December  6,  1962,  at  the 
Federal  Building,  Milwaukee,  Wis.,  before 
Examiner  Walter  R.  Lee. 

No.  MC  124657,  filed  August  6,  1962. 
Applicant:  MINNESOTA  TRUCKING, 
INC.,  3441  New  Brighton  Road,  St.  Paul 
12,  Minn.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Robert 
H.  Levy,  105  West  Adams  Street,  Chicago 
3,  Ill.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Poly¬ 
ethylene  bag  making  machines  and  ac¬ 
cessories, -and  equipment  and  parts  mov¬ 
ing  with  such  machines,  from  the  plant 
site  of  Schjeldahl  Co.  at  or  near  North- 
field,  Minn.,  to  points  in  New  York, 
Pennsylvania,  Massachusetts,  Wisconsin, 
Connecticut,  Illinois,  Michigan,  Ohio, 
Indiana,  New  Jersey,  Rhode  Island,  and 
Maryland,  and  empty  containers  or  ether 
such  incidental  facilities  (not  specified) 
used  in  transporting  the  above  described 
commodities,  on  return. 

HEARING:  December  11,  1962,  in 
Room  393,  Federal  Building  and  U.S. 
Court  House,  110  South  Fourth  Street, 
Minneapolis,  Minn.,  before  Examiner 
Walter  R.  Lee. 


No.  MC  124715,  filed  August  13,  1962. 
Applicant:  LEIGH  SHOWALTER  AND 
RAY  SHOWALTER,  doing  business  as 
SHOWALTER  BROS.,  403  South  Elm, 
South  Hutchinson,  Kans.  Applicant’s 
attorney:  Leland  M.  Spurgeon,  1319 
Huntoon,  Topeka,  Kans.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Custom- engineered  and 
manufactured  bucket  elevators,  spout¬ 
ing,  legging,  hoppers  and  bins,  load-out 
spouts,  distributors,  turn-heads,  convey¬ 
ing  equipment,  allied  machinery  and 
parts,  18  gauge  thru  V2"  plate  hot 
and  cold  rolled  steel,  from  Hutchinson, 
Kans.,  to  points  in  Colorado,  Missouri, 
Nebraska,  Oklahoma,  Texas,  Iowa,  Il¬ 
linois,  'Wyoming,  Louisiana,  North  Da¬ 
kota,  and  South  Dakota. 

Note:  The  proposed  service  will  be  Tinder 
contract  with  Grain  Spouting  and  Elevators 
of  Kansas,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  371,  Hutchinson, 
Kans.  Applicant  conducts  common  carrier 
operations  under  MC  117375;  therefore  dual 
operations  may  be  involved. 

HEARING:  December  12,  1962,  at  the 
Hotel  Pick-Kansan,  Topeka,  Kans., 
before  Examiner  Samuel  Horwich. 

No.  MC  124729,  filed  August  20,  1962. 
Applicant:  CHARLES  S.  STAGG,  JR., 
doing  business  as  STAGG  AUTO  SERV¬ 
ICE,  5302  King  Hill,  St.  Joseph,  Mo.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  attorney:  Vernon  N.  Kneib,  401 
Corby  Building,  St.  Joseph,  Mo.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
'routes,  transporting:  Wrecked  and  dis¬ 
abled  motor  vehicles,  including  tractors 
and  trucks,  and  replacements  therefor, 
by  the  towaway  method,  between  points 
in  Kansas,  Nebraska,  and  Iowa,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  St.  Joseph, 
Mo. 

HEARING:  December  3,  1962,  at  the 
Park  East  Hotel,  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  be¬ 
fore  Examiner  Samuel  Horwich.  . 

No.  MC  124739,  filed  August  29,  1962. 
Applicant:  LESLIE  L.  JOHNSON.  1045 
West  Sixth  Street,  Colby,  Kans.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  attorney:  Leland  M.  Spurgeon, 
1319  Huntoon,  Topeka,  Kans.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Lumber,  from  points  in 
Oregon  and  Idaho  to  points  in  Kansas, 
and  exempt  commodities,  on  return. 

HEARING:  December  14,  1962,  at  the 
Hotel  Pick-Kansan,  Topeka,  Kans.,  be¬ 
fore  Examiner  Samuel  Horwich. 

No.  MC  124774,  filed  September  12, 
1962.  Applicant:  CARAVELLE  EX¬ 
PRESS,  INC.,  Box  4843,  State  House  Sta¬ 
tion,  Lincoln,  Nebr.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  C.  F.  Noren,  Box  4843,  State 
House  Station,  Lincoln,  Nebr.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Meat  and  packinghouse 
products,  as  described  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  in  Appendix  I,  61  M.C.C.  209,  from 
points  in  Antelope,  Burt,  Butler,  Cedar, 
Cumming,  Dixon,  Knox,  Madison,  Otoe, 
Pierce,  Polk,  Saunders,  Sheridan,  Stan¬ 
ton,  Thurston,  and  Wayne  Counties, 
Nebr.,  and  points  in  Cherokee,  Monona, 
and  Sioux  Counties,  Iowa,  to  points  in 
the  United  States  (except  Hawaii). 

HEARING:  November  19,  1962,  at  the 
Offices  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com- 
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mission,  Washington,  D.C.,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  Raymond  V.  Sar. 

MOTOR  CARRIERS  OF  PASSENGERS 

No.  MC  115116  (Sub-No.  10) ,  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  26,  1962.  Applicant:  SUBUR¬ 
BAN  TRANSIT  CORP.,  750  Somerset 
Street,  New  Brunswick,  N.J.  Applicant’s 
attorney:  James  F.  X.  O’Brien,  17  Acad¬ 
emy  Street,  Newark  2,  N.J.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier., 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  regular  routes, 
transporting:  Passengers  and  their  bag¬ 
gage,  and  express  and  newspapers,  in  the 
same  vehicle  with  passengers,  (1)  be¬ 
tween  South  Plainfield,  N.J.,  and  Me- 
tuchen,  N.J.;  from  junction  Hamilton 
Boulevard  and  Lehigh  Valley  Railroad 
Crossing  in  South  Plainfield  over  Hamil¬ 
ton  Boulevard  to  its  junction  with  South 
Plainfield  Avenue,  thence  over  South 
Plainfield  Avenue  to  its  junction  with 
Front  Street,  thence  over  Front  Street  to 
its  junction  with  Oak  Tree  Road,  thence 
over  Oak  Tree  Road  to  its  junction  with 
Plainfield  Road  in  Edison  Township,  N.J., 
thence  over  Plainfield  Road  to  Metuchen, 
and  return  over  the  same  route,  serving 
all  intermediate  points,  and  (2)  between 
Metuchen,  N.J.,  and  points  in  Edison 
Township,  N.J.;  from  Metuchen  over 
Amboy  Avenue  to  its  junction  with  Main 
Street  in  Edison  Township,  and  return 
over  the  same  route,  serving  all  inter¬ 
mediate  points. 

Note:  Applicant  states  that  under  its  ex¬ 
isting  authority  contained  in  Certificate  of 
Public  Convenience  and  Necessity  issued  in 
Docket  MC  115116,  it  is  presently  authorized 
to  serve  all  streets  and  highways  within  the 
Borough  of  Metuchen,  N.J. 

HEARING:  November  19,  1962,  in 
Room  212,  State  Office  Building,  1100 
Raymond  Boulevard,  Newark,  N.J.,  be¬ 
fore  Joint  Board  No.  119. 

Applications  in  Which  Handling  With¬ 
out  Oral  Hearing  Has  Been  Elected 

No.  MC  48958  (Sub-No.  61) ,  filed  Octo¬ 
ber  1,  1962.  Applicant:  ILLINOIS- 

CALIFORNIA  EXPRESS,  INC.,  510  East 
51st  Avenue,  Denver  16,  Colo.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  regular  routes, 
transporting:  General  commodities  (ex¬ 
cept  those  of  unusual  value,  Classes  A 
and  B  explosives,  commodities  in  bulk, 
commodities  requiring  special  equipment, 
and  those  injurious  or  contaminating  to 
other  lading),  (a)  between  Walsenburg, 
Colo.,  and  junction  U.S.  Highway  66 
(approximately  4  miles  east  of  Flag¬ 
staff)  :  from  Walsenburg  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  160  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  666  at 
Cortez,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  666  to 
junction  Navajo  Trail  Route  No.  1  (ap¬ 
proximately  20  miles  south  of  Cortez) 
thence  over  Navajo  Trail  Route  No.  1 
thru  Mexican  Water,  Kayenta  and  Tuba 
City,  Ariz.,  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
89  (approximately  15  miles  north  of 
Cameron,  Ariz.)  thence  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  89  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  66  (ap¬ 
proximately  4  miles  east  of  Flagstaff) 
and  return  over  the  same  route,  (b) 
Between  Denver  and  Del  Norte,  Colo.; 
from  Denver  over  U.S.  Highway  285  to 
junction  Colorado  Highway  112  (approx¬ 
imately  12  miles  north  of  Monte  Vista) 
thence  over  Colorado  Highway  112  to 


junction  U.S.  Highway  160  at  Del  Norte 
and  return  over  the  same  route,  (c) 
Between  junction  U.S.  Highway  285  and 
Monte  Vista:  from  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  285  and  Colorado  Highway  112  over 
U.S.  Highway  285  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  160  at  Monte  Vista,  and  return  over 
the  same  route  serving  Monte  Vista,  Del 
Norte  and  Junction  285  and  Colorado 
Highway  112  as  points  of  joinder  only  in 
(a) ,  (b) ,  and  (c)  above. 

Note:  Applicant  states  no  duplicating  au¬ 
thority  Is  sought. 

No.  MC  112592  (Sub-No.  1),  filed 
August  28,  1962.  Applicant:  BRICK 
DELIVERY  COMPANY,  a  corporation, 
145  Commerce  Street,  Kingsport,  Tenn. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Harry  E. 
Dixon,  Jr.,  P.  O.  Box  211,  Roanoke,  Va. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Blocks,  such  as 
building  (solid,  hollow  and  perforated), 
not  decorated,  enameled,  or  glazed,  other 
than  soft  glazed,  individual  blocks  (not 
being  packed) ,  or  otherwise  coated,  con¬ 
densing  (including  condensing  rings) , 
facing  (solid,  hollow’  and  perforated), 
not  enameled  or  glazed,  except  as  pro¬ 
vided  for  below,  filter  bed  (solid,  hollow 
and  perforated) ,  shale  and  fire  clay,  pav¬ 
ing,  shale  and  fire  clay.  Polyester,  glazed, 
salt  glazed,  segment,  (vitrified) ,  and  silo; 
(2)  brick,  such  as  building  (solid,  hol¬ 
low  and  perforated),  not  enameled  or 
glazed  except  as  provided  for  below, 
cinder  cement,  facing  (solid,  hollow  and 
perforated) ,  not  enameled  or  glazed  ex¬ 
cept  as  provided  for  below,  paving,  shale 
and  fire  clay,  salt,  glazed,  sand  cement, 
sand,  lime,  slag  lime,  and  zinc  and  lead, 
glazed:  (3)  clay,  such  as  crude  clay  and 
ground  clay;  (4)  clay  condensing  balls; 
(5)  conduits,  not  lined,  clay  and  shale 
or  clay  and  cement  combined  (will  not 
apply  on  conduits  having  bell  ends;  (6) 
curbing,  clay  and  shale  street  (vitrified) ; 
(7)  slabs,  such  as  slabs  (including  silo 
slabs) ,  clay  and  shale,  not  enameled,  not 
roofing  or  ornamental,  loaded  loose  in 
cars,  or  packed  in  crates,  or  barrels,  not 
individually  packed,  shipped  in  same 
manner  as  building  or  facing  brick;  (8) 
tile,  such  as  clay,  hollow  building,  salt, 
lead  and  zinc  glazed,  when  shipped  in 
same  manner  as  building  or  facing  brick, 
individual  tile  not  being  packed;  fire¬ 
proofing;  fire-proofing  and  hollow  build¬ 
ing,  broken,  crushed  and  ground;  hollow 
building,  not  decorated,  enameled,  glazed 
(other  than  salt) ,  lead  and  zinc  glazed, 
individual  tile  not  being  packed  or  other¬ 
wise  coated;  and  promenade  and  quarry, 
when  packed  in  fibreboard  cartons  with 
double-faced  strawboard  partitions  and 
filters,  and  when  packed  in  wooden 
crates;  (9)  concrete  and  mortar  mixes; 
(10)  jlue  lining;  and  (11)  wall  coping, 
from  Kingsport,  Tenn.,  to  points  in  Lee, 
Wise,  '  Scott,  Dickenson,  Washington, 
Buchanan,  Tazewell,  Smyth,  Wythe, 
Pulaski,  Montgomery,  Bland,  Grayson, 
Carroll,  Russell,  and  Giles  Counties,  Va.; 
and  Rejected  and  refused  shipments  of 
the  above-specified  commodities,  from 
the  above-specified  destination  points  to 
Kingsport,  Tenn. 

Note:  Applicant  indicates  that  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  the  instant  application  is  to  change 
the  existing  commodity  description  under 


Permit  No.  MC  112592,  dated  November  15, 
1951,  to  that  described  above  and  that  the 
territory  as  contained  therein  is  to  remain 
unchanged. 

No.  MC  14252  (Sub-No.  18) ,  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  19,  1962.  Applicant:  COMMER¬ 
CIAL  MOTOR  FREIGHT,  INC.,  525 
Cleveland  Avenue,  Columbus  3,  Ohio. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  R.  L.  Ratchford 
(same  address  as  applicant) .  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  regular  routes, 
transporting:  General  commodities  (ex¬ 
cept  those  of  unusual  value,  and  except 
dangerous  explosives,  household  goods  as 
defined  in  Practices  of  Motor  Common 
Carriers  of  Household  Goods,  17  M.C.C. 
467,  commodities  in  bulk  and  those  re¬ 
quiring  special  equipment) ,  serving  West 
LaFayette,  Ohio,  at  the  junction  of  Ohio 
Highway  93  and  Ohio  Highway  16  at  the 
terminal  of  White  Transportation  Com¬ 
pany  for  the  purpose  of  effecting  the 
interchange  of  traffic  at  said  location. 

No.  MC  59894  (Sub-No.  31),  filed 
October  1,  1962.  Applicant:  TEXAS, 
ARIZONA  FREIGHT,  INC.,  1700  East 
Second  Street,  P.O.  Box  1034,  El  Paso, 
Tex.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
regular  routes,  transporting:  General 
commodities  (except  those  of  unusual 
value,  Classes  A  and  B  explosives,  house¬ 
hold  goods  as  defined  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  commodities  in  bulk,  commodities 
requiring  special  equipment,  and  those 
injurious  or  contaminating  to  other 
lading),  serving  the  National  Aeronau¬ 
tics  and  Space  Administration,  Manned 
Spacecraft  Center,  Houston,  Tex.,  as  an 
off-route  point  in  connection  with  ap¬ 
plicant’s  authorized  regular  route  oper¬ 
ations. 

Note  :  Common  control  may  be  involved. 

No.  MC  79135  (Sub-No.  27),  filed 
October  1,  1962.  Applicant:  COSSITT 
MOTOR  EXPRESS,  INC.,  63  West  Ken¬ 
drick  Avenue,  Hamilton,  N.Y.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Animal  cages,  set¬ 
up,  uncrated  and  crated,  wire  baskets, 
uncrated,  trucks  for  cages,  lattice  works, 
cups  and  tins  used  in  cages,  and  other 
articles  made  of  iron  and  steel,  from 
Norwich,  N.Y.,  to  points  in  Connecticut, 
Massachusetts,  Rhode  Island,  New  Jer¬ 
sey,  Pennsylvania,  Maryland,  New  York, 
Delaware,  District  of  Columbia,  and  Vir¬ 
ginia,  and  fertilizer  and  animal  feeds, 
on  return. 

No.  MC  101075  (Sub-No.  78>,  filed 
October  1,  1962.  Applicant:  TRANS¬ 
PORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  396,  1215  Center 
Avenue,  Moorhead,  Minn.  Applicant’s 
attorney:  Ronald  B.  Pitsenbarger  (same 
address  as  applicant) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Petroleum  and  petroleum  products, 
in  bulk,  from  Wrenshall,  Minn.,  to  points 
in  Minnesota. 

No.  MC  112750  (Sub-No.  Ill),  filed 
October  4,  1962.  Applicant:  ARMORED 
CARRIER  CORPORATION,  222-17 
Northern  Boulevard,  De  Bovoise  Build¬ 
ing,  Bayside  61,  N.Y.  Applicant’s  at¬ 
torney:  James  K.  Knudson,  Esq.,  1903  N 
Street  NW..  Washington,  D.C.  Author- 
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ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Invoices,  inventory 
control  documents,  and  business  rec¬ 
ords,  pertaining  to  general  accounting 
and  auditing  of  chain  grocery  stores,  (1) 
from  points  in  Connecticut  and  Massa¬ 
chusetts  to  North  Haven,  Conn.,  and  (2) 
from  North  Haven,  Conn.,  to  Boston, 
Mass. 

Note:  Applicant  states  that  the  above  will 
be  transported  for  the  account  of  Stop  and 
Shop,  Inc. 

No.  MC  116710  (Sub-No.  7) ,  filed  Octo¬ 
ber  5,  1962.  Applicant:  MISSISSIPPI 
CHEMICAL  EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
1634,  Hattiesburg,  Miss.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Liquid  sulphur  dioxide,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  the  plant  site 
of  Stauffer  Chemical  Company -Consoli¬ 
dated  Chemical  Industries  Division, 
Baton  Rouge,  La.,  to  points  in  Illinois. 

No.  MC  119435  (Sub-No.  1),  filed  Au¬ 
gust  24,  1962.  Applicant.:  ELLIS  M. 
WADDELL,  doing  business  as  WAD¬ 
DELLS  TRANSFER,  Hockett  Street, 
Marion,  Va.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Harry  E.  Dixon,  Jr.,  P.O.  Box  211, 
Roanoke,  Va.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  (1)  Blocks,  namely:  building  (solid, 
hollow  and  perforated),  not  decorated, 
enameled,  glazed  (other  than  soft  glazed, 
individual  blocks  not  being  packed)  or 
otherwise  coated;  condensing  (including 
condensing  rings) ;  facing  (solid,  hollow 
and  perforated)  not  enameled  or  glazed 
except  as  provided  for  below:  filter  bed 
(solid,  hollow  and  perforated)  shale  and 
fire  clay;  paving,  shale  and  fire  clay; 
polyester  glazed;  salt  glazed;  segment 
(vitrified) ;  and  silo;  (2)  brick,  namely: 
building  (solid,  hollow  and  perforated) 
not  enameled  or  glazed  except  as  pro¬ 
vided  for  below:  cinder  cement;  facing 
(solid,  hollow  and  perforated),  not 
enameled  or  glazed  except  as  provided 
for  below,  paving,  shale  and  fire  clay; 
salt  glazed;  sand,  cement;  sand,  lime; 
slag,  lime;  zinc  and  lead,  glazed;  (3) 
clay,  namely:  clay,  (crude);  clay, 
(ground) ;  (4)  clay  condensing  balls;  (5) 
conduits,  not  lined,  clay  or  shale  or  clay 
and  cement  combined  (will  not  apply  on 
conduits  having  bell  ends) ;  (6)  curb¬ 
ing,  clay  and  shale,  street  (vitrified) ;  (7) 
slabs,  namely:  slabs  (including  silo 
slabs),  clay  or  shale,  not  enameled,  not 
roofing  or  ornamental,  loaded  loose  in 
cars,  or  packed  in  crates,  or  barrels,  not 
individually  packed,  shipped  in  same 
manner  as  building  or  facing  brick;  (8) 
tile,  namely:  clay,  hollow  building,  salt, 
lead  or  zinc  glazed,  when  shipped  in  same 
manner  as  building  or  facing  brick,  in¬ 
dividual  tile  not  being  packed ;  fire-proof¬ 
ing;  fire-proofing  or  hollow  building, 
broken,  crushed  or  ground,  hollow  build¬ 
ing,  not  decorated,  enameled,  glazed 
(other  than  salt,  lead  or  zinc  glazed, 
individual  tile  not  being  packed)  or 
otherwise  coated;  promenade  or  quarry, 
when  packed  in  fibreboard  cartons  with 
double-faced  strawboard  partitions  or 
fillers,  or  when  packed  in  wooden  crates; 
(9)  concrete  and  mortar  mixes,  (10)  flue 
lining,  and  (11)  wall  coping,  from  Grose- 


close,  Va.,  to  points  in  West  Virginia, 
Tennessee,  North  Carolina,  and  Ken¬ 
tucky,  and  rejected  and  refused  ship¬ 
ments,  on  return. 

No.  MC  124078  (Sub-No.  46),  filed 
October  4,  1962.  Applicant:  SCHWER- 
MAN  TRUCKING  CO.,  a  corporation, 
620  South  29th  Street,  Milwaukee  46, 
Wis.  Applicant’s  attorney:  James  R. 
Ziperski  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irreg¬ 
ular  routes,  transporting:  Dry  cement, 
in  bulk  and  in  packages,  from  Charlotte, 
N.C.,  to  points  in  York,  Cherokee,  Lan¬ 
caster,  Chester,  Union,  Kershaw,  Green¬ 
ville,  Spartanburg,  Laurens,  Chesterfield, 
Marlboro,  Anderson,  Newberry,  Fairfield, 
and  Richland  Counties,  S.C. 

Note:  Applicant  is  also  authorized  to  con¬ 
duct  operations  as  a  contract  carrier  in  Per¬ 
mit  113832;  therefore,  dual  operations  may 
be  involved.  Common  control  may  be  in¬ 
volved. 

No.  MC  124809,  filed  September  24, 
1962.  Applicant:  DONALD  L.  WAEH- 
LER,  doing  business  as  WAEHLER 
TRUCKING  SERVICE,  Route  No.  1,  Lo- 
mira,  Wis.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Rob¬ 
ert  W.  Smith,  309  Insurance  Building, 
119  Monona  Avenue,  Madison  3,  Wis. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Roofing  materials, 
from  Chicago,  Ill.,  to  Lomira,  Wis.,  and 
empty  containers  or  other  such  incidental 
facilities  (not  specified)  used  in  trans¬ 
porting  the  above-specified  commodities, 
and  damaged  and  rejected  shipments, 
on  return. 

Notice  of  Filing  of  Petitions 
No.  MC  11207  (CORRECTION)  (PETI¬ 
TION  FOR  MODIFICATION  OF  CER¬ 
TIFICATE) ,  filed  September  17,  1962, 
published  Federal  Register  issue  of  Oc¬ 
tober  10,  1962,  and  republished  as  cor¬ 
rected  this  issue.  Petitioner:  DEATON 
TRUCK  LINE,  INC.,  Birmingham,  Ala. 
Petitioner’s  attorneys:  A.  Alvis  Layne 
and  Lester  M.  Bridgeman,  Pennsylvania 
Building,  Washington  4,  D.C.  By  Cer¬ 
tificate  dated  February  5, 1946,  petitioner 
was  authorized,  among  other  things,  to 
transport:  “Cast  iron  pipe  and  fittings, 
and  structural  iron  and  steel  articles, 
tanks,  and  pipe,  from  Alabama  City, 
Gadsden,  Anniston,  and  Talladega,  Ala., 
to  points  in  Georgia,  Florida,  South 
Carolina,  North  Carolina,  Kentucky, 
Tennessee,  Mississippi,  and  Louisiana.” 
By  the  instant  petition,  filed  September 
17,  1962,  petitioner  desires  to  substitute 
in  lieu  of  the  above  portion  of  the  au¬ 
thority  “structural  iron  and  steel  arti¬ 
cles”,  “iron  and  steel  and  iron  and  steel 
articles”.  Any  person  or  persons  desir¬ 
ing  to  participate,  may,  within  30  days 
from  the  date  of  this  publication  in  the 
Federal  Register,  file  an  appropriate 
pleading. 

Note:  The  purpose  of  this  republication, 
is  to  show  that  petitioner  desires  by  this 
petition  to  substitute  the  phrase  “iron  and 
steel  and  iron  and  steel  articles”  in  lieu  of 
“structural  iron  and  steel  articles”  as  pres¬ 
ently  authorized. 

No.  MC  123902  (PETITION  TO  ADD 
ADDITIONAL  POINT  OF  ORIGIN) ,  filed 
October  5,  1962.  Petitioner:  NORTH 
JERSEY  TRANSFER,  INC.,  Sparta,  N.J. 


Petitioner’s  attorney:  George  A.  Olsen, 

69  Tonnele  Avenue,  Jersey  City  6,  N.J. 
By  Permit  dated  January  23,  1962,  peti¬ 
tioner  was  granted  authority  to  transport 
foam  rubber,  loose  and  in  packages,  over 
irregular  routes,  from  Franklin,  N.J.,  to 
points  in  Connecticut,  Delaware,  Mary¬ 
land,  Massachusetts,  New  Jersey,  New 
York,  North  Carolina,  Pennsylvania, 
Rhode  Island,  Virginia,  and  the  District 
of  Columbia,  restricted  to  a  transporta¬ 
tion  service  to  be  performed  under  a 
continuing  contract,  or  contracts,  with 
Stauffer-Hewitt,  Inc.,  of  Franklin,  N.J. 
Petitioner  has  been  operating  under  this 
authority  with  the  contracting  shipper 
since  the  grant,  but  has  been  informed 
that  the  company,  Stauffer-Hewitt,  Inc., 
will  also  warehouse  this  foam  rubber  at 
Newton,  N.J.,  which  is  fourteen  miles 
from  its  plant  at  Franklin,  N.J.  The  fa¬ 
cilities  and  plant  will  remain  at  Franklin, 
N.J.,  but  this  warehouse  is  needed  for 
additional  storage.  Petitioner  desires  to 
pick  up  at  the  warehouse  in  Newton, 
N.J.,  as  well  as  the  plant  in  Franklin, 
N.J.,  if  this  petition  is  granted.  Any  per¬ 
son  or  persons  desiring  to  oppose  the 
addition  of  this  additional  point  of  ori¬ 
gin,  may,  within  30  days  from  the  date  of 
this  publication  in  the  Federal  Register, 
file  an  appropriate  pleading. 

Applications  for  Certificates  or  Per¬ 
mits  Which  Are  To  Be  Processed 
Concurrently  With  Applications  Un¬ 
der  Section  5  Governed  by  Special 
Rule  1.240  to  the  Extent  Applicable 

No.  MC  29761  (Sub-No.  11),  filed  Oc¬ 
tober  1,  1962.  Applicant:  DE  ROSA 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  2380  South 
Halsted  Street,  Chicago,  Ill.  Applicant’s 
attorney:  David  Axelrod,  39  South  La 
Salle  Street,  Chicago  3,  Ill.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  regular  routes, 
transporting:  General  commodities  (ex¬ 
cept  those  of  unusual  value.  Classes  A 
and  B  explosives,  household  goods  as 
defined  in  Practices  of  Motor  Common 
Carriers  of  Household  Goods,  17  M.C.C. 
467,  commodities  in  bulk,  commodities 
requiring  special  equipment  and  those  in¬ 
jurious  or  contaminating  to  other  lad¬ 
ing),  between  Charlotte  and  Lansing, 
Mich.,  from  Charlotte  over  U.S.  Highway 
27  to  Lansing,  and  return  over  the  same 
route,  serving  all  intermediate  points  and 
the  off-route  point  of  Eaton  Rapids, 
Mich. 

Note:  This  application  is  directly  related 
to  MC-F-8163,  published  Federal  Register, 
issue  of  June  13,  1962. 

Applications  Under  Sections  5  and 
210a(b> 

The  following  applications  are  gov¬ 
erned  by  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission’s  special  rules  governing  notice 
of  filing  of  applications  by  motor  car¬ 
riers  of  property  or  passengers  under 
sections  5(a)  and  210(b)  of  the  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Act  and  certain  other 
proceedings  with  respect  thereto  (49 
CFR  1.240). 

MOTOR  CARRIERS  OF  PROPERTY 

No.  MC-F-8245  (correction)  (SUBLER 
TRANSFER,  INC.— PURCHASE  (POR¬ 
TION)— RICHARD  JACOB,  JR.,  AND 
JOSEPH  G.  JACOB),  published  in  the 
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October  3,  1962,  issue  of  the  Federal 
Register  on  pages  9801  and  9802.  The 
operating  rights  sought  to  be  transferred 
should  have  been  shown  as  follows:  Ba¬ 
nanas,  as  a  common  carrier  over  irreg¬ 
ular  routes,  from  Baltimore,  Md.,  to 
Chicago,  HI.,  Cincinnati  and  Cleveland, 
Ohio,  Detroit,  Flint,  and  Grand  Rapids, 
Mich.,  Huntington,  W.  Va.,  Norfolk  and 
Richmond,  Va.,  and  Utica,  N.Y.,  from 
Philadelphia,  Pa.,  to  Chicago,  HI.,  De¬ 
troit,  Mich.,  and  Richmond,  Va.,  and 
from  Port  facilities  in  the  New  York, 
N.Y.,  Commercial  Zone,  as  defined  by 
the  Commission,  to  Baltimore,  Md.,  Chi¬ 
cago,  Ill.,  Detroit,  Flint,  and  Grand 
Rapids,  Mich.,  Raleigh,  Greenville,  and 
Elizabeth  City,  N.C.,  Huntington,  W.  Va., 
Cincinnati,  Cleveland,  and  Columbus, 
Ohio,  Norfolk  and  Richmond,  Va.,  and 
Rochester,  Syracuse,  and  Utica,  N.Y.; 
RESTRICTION:  The  separate  parts  of 
the  authority  granted  herein  may  not  be 
tacked  or  joined,  directly  or  indirectly 
for  the  purpose  of  providing  through 
service. 

No.  MC-F-8253.  Authority  sought  for 
control  by  THOMAS  J.  PALUMBO, 
MD25  and  McCall  Place,  Newburgh, 
N.Y.,  of  STANDARD  TRUCKING  CO., 
587  Fayette  Street,  Perth  Amboy,  N.J. 
Applicants’  attorney  and  representa¬ 
tives,  respectively:  Hymen  Knopf,  70 
Second  Street,  Newburgh,  N.Y.,  Charles 
H.  Trayford,  220  East  42d  Street,  New 
York  17,  N.Y.,  and  James  F.  Patten,  163 
West  Milton  Avenue,  Rahway,  N.J.  Op¬ 
erating  rights  sought  to  be  controlled: 
Insulation  materials,  as  a  contract  car¬ 
rier  over  irregular  routes,  from  Perth 
Amboy,  N.J.,  to  points  in  certain  coun¬ 
ties  in  Connecticut,  Delaware,  Penn¬ 
sylvania,  and  New  York;  roofing  mate¬ 
rials,  asphalt  and  asbestos  building  ma¬ 
terials,  and  asphalt  paving  materials, 
from  Perth  Amboy,  N.J.,  to  points  in 
certain  counties  in  Connecticut,  Dela¬ 
ware,  Pennsylvania,  and  New  York; 
commodities  used  or  useful  in  the  man¬ 
ufacture  of  roofing  materials,  asphalt 
and  asbestos  building  materials,  asphalt 
paving  materials,  and  insulating  mate¬ 
rials,  from  points  in  the  Connecticut, 
Delaware,  Pennsylvania,  and  New  York 
Counties,  to  Perth  Amboy,  N.J.;  plaster, 
plaster  board,  chip  board,  gypsum  blocks, 
lime,  metal  lath,  metal  latch  products, 
fiber  board,  insulation  board,  paints, 
paper  bags,  rockwool,  insulation,  and 
other  insulation  materials,  between  Long 
Island  City  and  Harlem  River,  N.Y.,  and 
Perth  Amboy  and  Newark,  N.J.,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
New  Jersey,  and  points  in  certain  coun¬ 
ties  in  New  York  and  Pennsylvania;  such 
commodities  as  are  dealt  in  by  persons 
engaged  in  the  manufacture  of  insula¬ 
tion  materials,  roofing  materials,  asphalt 
and  asbestos  building  materials  and  as¬ 
phalt  paving  materials,  from  Perth  Am¬ 
boy,  N.J.,  to  the  District  of  Columbia, 
points  in  Maryland,  certain  counties  in 
Delaware,  New  York,  Pennsylvania,  Vir¬ 
ginia,  and  West  Virginia;  and  from 
Lyndhurst,  N.J.,  to  points  in  certain 
counties  in  Connecticut  and  New  York; 
such  commodities  as  are  used  in  the 
manufacture  of  insulation  materials, 
roofing  materials,  asphalt  and  asbestos 
building  materials,  and  asphalt  paving 
materials,  from  all  points  in  the  District 


of  Columbia  and  Maryland,  certain 
counties  in  Delaware,  New  York,  Penn¬ 
sylvania,  Virginia  and  West  Virginia,  to 
Perth  Amboy;  asphalt,  in  packages, 
from  Bayonne,  N.J.,  to  points  in  certain 
counties  in  Connecticut,  Delaware,  New 
York  and  Pennsylvania.  THOMAS  J. 
PALUMBO  holds  no  authority  from  this 
Commission.  However,  he  is  affiliated 
with  (1)  STELLA  TRUCKING,  INC., 
MD25  and  McCall  Place,  Newburgh, 
N.Y.,  and  (2)  C  &  T  HAULAGE,  INC., 
MD25  and  McCall  Place,  Newburgh,  N.Y., 
which  are  authorized  to  operate  as 
contract  carriers  in  (1)  New  York, 
Maryland,  New  Jersey,  Massachusetts, 
Connecticut,  Maine,  Rhode  Island,  Penn¬ 
sylvania;  and  (2)  New  York,  Vermont, 
Maine,  New  Hampshire,  Massachusetts, 
Connecticut,  Rhode*  Island,  New  Jersey, 
Pennsylvania,  Ohio,  Maryland,  Delaware, 
Virginia,  North  Carolina,  South  Caro¬ 
lina,  Georgia,  Florida,  and  the  District 
of  Columbia.  Application  has  been  filed 
for  temporary  authority  under  section 
210a(b) . 

No.  MC-F-8254.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  SHORT  FREIGHT  LINES, 
INC.,  220  Saginaw  Street,  Bay  City, 
Mich.,  of  the  operating  rights  and  prop¬ 
erty  Of  H.  &  G.  CARTAGE  COMPANY, 
1531  Brooklyn  Street,  Detroit  26,  Mich. 
Applicants’  attorney:  Carl  H.  Smith,  Sr., 
212  Phoenix  Building,  Bay  City,  Mich. 
Operating  rights  sought  to  be  trans¬ 
ferred:  General  commodities,  excepting, 
among  others,  household  goods  and 
commodities  in  bulk,  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier  over  regular  routes,  between  De¬ 
troit,  Mich.,  and  Toledo,  Ohio  and  be¬ 
tween  junction  U.S.  Highway  25  and 
Alternate  U.S.  Highway  24  (near  Allen 
Road),  and  Toledo,  Ohio,  serving  all 
intermediate  and  certain  off -route 
points;  serving  points  in  Berlin  Town¬ 
ship  and  Frenchtown  Township,  in 
Monroe  County,  Mich.,  as  off -route 
points  in  connection  with  carrier’s  au¬ 
thorized  regular-route  operations  be¬ 
tween  Toledo,  Ohio,  and  Detroit,  Mich. 
Vendee  is  authorized  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier  in  the  State  of  Mich¬ 
igan.  Application  has  been  filed  for 
temporary  authority  under  section 
210a(b) . 

No.  MC-F-8255.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  GLENDENNING  MOTOR¬ 
WAYS,  INC.,  1665  West  County  Road 
“C”,  Roseville-St.  Paul  13,  Minn.,  of 
the  operating  rights  and  property  of 
HOWARD  MOLAND,  CLARENCE  MO- 
LAND,  LOTHARD  MOLAND  and  H.  T. 
MOLAND,  copartners,  doing  business  as 
MOLAND  BROS.  TRUCKING  COM¬ 
PANY,  2502  West  Huron,  Duluth  6, 
Minn.,  and  for  acquisition  by  LOUISE 
M.  GLENDENNING,  294  Stonebridge 
Boulevard,  St.  Paul  5,  Minn.,  of  control" 
of  such  rights  and  property  through  the 
purchase.  Applicants’  attorney:  Adolph 
J.  Bieberstein,  121  West  Doty,  Madison 
3,  Wis.  Operating  rights  sought  to  be 
transferred:  General  commodities,  as  a 
common  carrier  over  regular  routes  from 
Duluth,4  Minn.,  to  Madison  and  Jeffer¬ 
son,  Wis.,  serving  the  intermediate  point 
of  Wisconsin  Dells,  Wis.,  for  delivery 
only,  and  from  Monroe,  Wis.,  to  Beloit, 
Ill.,  for  operating  convenience  only; 
general  commodities,  excepting,  among 
others,  household  goods  and  commodi¬ 


ties  in  bulk  between  Duluth,  Minn.,  and 
Chicago,  Ill.,  serving  all  intermediate 
points  between  Duluth,  Minn,  and  Eau 
Claire,  Wis.,  including  Eau  Claire,  and 
the  off -route  points  of  Shell  Lake,  Bar- 
ronett,  Cumberland,  and  Barron,  Wis., 
between  Duluth,  Minn.,  and  Ashland, 
Wis.,  serving  all  intermediate  points,  be¬ 
tween  Duluth,  Minn.,  and  Hurley,  Wis., 
serving  all  intermediate  points  and  the 
off-route  point  of  Montreal,  Wis.,  be¬ 
tween  Duluth,  Minn.,  and  Milwaukee, 
Wis.,  serving  all  intermediate  points 
between  Duluth,  Minn.,  and  Abbotsford, 
Wis.,  including  Abbotsford  and  Green 
Bay,  Wis.,  and  the  off-route  points  of 
Boyd,  Longwood,  and  Edson,'  Wis.,  and 
those  within  two  miles  of  Wisconsin 
Highway  29  between  Thorp  and  Stanley, 
Wis.,  between  Eau  Claire,  Wis.,  and 
Minneapolis,  Minn.,  serving  all  inter¬ 
mediate  points  between  Eau  Claire  and 
Menomonie,  including  Menomonie,  and 
the  off-route  points  of  St.  Paul,  South 
St.  Paul,  Invergrove,  West  St.  Paul,  New¬ 
port,  North  St.  Paul,  Columbia  Heights, 
Robbinsdale,  St.  Louis  Park,  Hopkins, 
Edina,  Richfield,  Red  Rock,  McCarron 
Lake,  Fort  Snelling,  and  State  Fair 
Grounds,  Minn.,  between  Ladysmith, 
Wis.,  and  Prentice,  Wis.,  serving  all  in¬ 
termediate  points,  and  the  off-route 
point  of  Kennan,  Wis.,  between  St.  Paul, 
Minn.,  and  Ashland,  Wis.,  and  between 
Turtle  Lake,  Wis.,  and  Ladysmith,  Wis., 
for  operating  convenience  only,  between 
Ashland,  Wis.,  and  Abbotsford,  Wis., 
serving  certain  off-route  points,  between 
Hurley,  Wis.,  and  Mellen,  Wis.,  between 
Marshfield,  Wis.,  and  Plainfield,  Wis., 
between  Coloma,  Wis.,  and  Milwaukee, 
Wis.,  between  Madison,  Wis.,  and  Janes¬ 
ville,  Wis.,  between  Hurley,  Wis.,  and 
Wakefield,  Mich.,  between  Hurley,  Wis., 
and  Stevens  Point,  Wis.,  serving  all  in¬ 
termediate  points,  between  Evansville, 
Wis.,  and  Harvard,  Ill.,  between  Emerald 
Grove,  Wis.,  and  Belvidere,  Ill.,  between 
Rockford,  Ill.,  and  Chicago,  Ill.,  between 
Trego,  Wis.,  and  junction  U.S.  Highways 
63  and  2,  near  Ashland,  Wis.,  serving  all 
intermediate  points  and  the  off-route 
point  of  Benoit,  Wis.,  between  Duluth,- 
Minn.,  and  Proctor,  Minn.,  serving  all 
intermediate  points,  and  between  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  53  and  Wisconsin 
Highway  77,  near  Minong,  Wis.,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  junction 
Wisconsin  Highway  77  and  Wisconsin 
Highway  13,  near  Glidden,  Wis.,  with 
service  at  the  termini  for  the  purpose 
of  joinder  only,  over  19  alternate  routes 
for  operating  convenience  only;  general 
commodities,  excepting,  among  others, 
household  goods  and  commodities  in 
bulk,  over  irregular  routes  between 
Minneapolis  and  St.  Paul,  Minn.,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  the  site  of 
the  Twin  City  Ordnance  Plant  in 
Mounds  View  Township,  Ramsey  County, 
Minn.;  animal  feeds,  from  Duluth,  Minn., 
to  points  in  Dane,  Jefferson,  Waukesha, 
Milwaukee,  Rock,  Walworth,  and  Keno¬ 
sha  Counties,  Wis.,  those  in  McHenry 
and  Lake  Counties,  Ill.,  and  Barrington, 
Hanover,  Palatine,  Wheeling,  Northfield, 
Schaumberg,  Elk  Grove,  Main,  and  Nile 
Townships  in  Cook ’County,  Ill.  Vendee 
is  authorized  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier  in  Iowa,  South  Dakota,  Minne¬ 
sota,  Illinois,  Wisconsin,  North  Dakota, 
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and  Nebraska.  Application  has  not  been 
filed  for  temporary  authority  under  sec¬ 
tion  210a(b) . 

No.  MC-F-8256.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  BE-MAC  TRANSPORT 
COMPANY,  INC.,  7400  North  Broadway 
Street,  St.  Louis  15,  Mo.,  of  a  portion  of 
the  operating  rights  of  NORWALK 
TRUCK  LINES,  INC.,  180  Milan  Ave¬ 
nue,  Norwalk,  Ohio,  and  for  acquisition 
by  GEORGE  R.  GOODE,  7220  Canter¬ 
bury,  Normandy  21,  Mo.,  and  P.  W. 
GOODE,  7322  Ravinia,  Normandy  21, 
Mo.,  of  control  of  such  rights  through 
the  purchase.  Applicants’  attorney: 
Eugene  L.  Cohn,  One  North  La  Salle 
Street,  Chicago  2,  Ill.  Operating  rights 
sought  to  be  transferred:  General  com¬ 
modities,  excepting,  among  others, 
household  goods  and  commodities  in 
bulk,  as  a  common  carrier  over  regular 
routes  between  Milwaukee,  Wis.,  and 
Dixon,  Ill.,  serving  the  intermediate 
point  of  Rockford,  Ill.,  and  between  Mil¬ 
waukee,  Wis.,  and  Freeport,  Ill.,  serving 
no  intermediate  points.  Vendee  is  au¬ 
thorized  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier 
in  Oklahoma,  Missouri,  Illinois,  and  Wis¬ 
consin.  Application  has  not  been  filed 
for  temporary  authority  under  section 
210a(b) . 

MOTOR  CARRIERS  OF  PASSENGERS 

No.  MC-F-8257.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  NATIONWIDE  TOURS, 
INC.,  1344  Albany  Street,  Schenectady, 
N.Y.,  of  the  operating  rights  and  prop¬ 
erty  of  BOHL  TOURS,  INC.,  Latham, 
N.Y.,  and  for  acquisition  by  T.  MILEN 
RHODES,  1475  Broadway,  New  York 
City,  N.Y.,  of  control  of  such  rights  and 
property  through  the  purchase.  Appli¬ 
cants’  attorneys:  Shereff  Brothers,  292 
Madison  Avenue,  New  York  17,  N.Y. 
Operating  rights  sought  to  be  trans¬ 
ferred:  Passengers  and  their  baggage,  in 
special  operations,  in  round-trip  all¬ 
expense  tours,  as  a  common  carrier  over 
irregular  routes  beginning  and  ending 
at  Albany,  N.Y.,  and  extending  to  points 
in  Florida,  Louisiana,  Tennessee,  and 
Wyoming,  and  beginning  and  ending  at 
Albany,  N.Y.,  and  extending  to  points  in 
Arizona,  California,  Montana,  and  Tex¬ 
as;  passengers  and  their  baggage,  re¬ 
stricted  to  traffic  originating  at  the 
points  and  in  the  territory  indicated,  in 
charter  operations,  from  Albany,  N.Y., 
and  points  within  25  miles  of  Albany,  to 
points  in  Massachusetts,  New  Hamp¬ 
shire,  Maine,  Vermont,  New  York,  Con¬ 
necticut,  Rhode  Island,  Delaware,  Ohio, 
Maryland,  District  of  Columbia,  New 
Jersey,  Pennsylvania,  North  Carolina, 
South  Carolina,  Virginia,  West  Virginia, 
Michigan,  Indiana,  Illinois,  and  Mis¬ 
souri;  passengers  and  their  baggage  in 
the  same  vehicle  with  passengers  in  spe¬ 
cial  service  round-trip  all-expense  tours, 
beginning  and  ending  at  Albany,  N.Y., 
and  extending  to  points  in  Connecticut, 
Delaware,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Maine,  Mary¬ 
land,  Massachusetts,  Michigan,  Missis¬ 
sippi,  New  Hampshire,  New  Jersey,  New 
York,  North  Carolina,  Ohio,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania,  Rhode  Island,  South  Carolina, 
Vermont,  Virginia,  West  Virginia,  and 
the  District  of  Columbia.  Vendee  holds 
no  authority  from  this  Commission. 
However,  its  controlling  stockholder  (T. 


MILEN  RHODES)  owns  all  of  the  issued 
stock  of  SCHENECTADY  TRANSPOR¬ 
TATION  CORPORATION,  1344  Albany 
St.,  Schenectady  4,  N.Y.,  which  is  au¬ 
thorized  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier 
in  New  York,  Connecticut,  Delaware, 
Illinois,  Indiana,  Maine,  Maryland,  Mas¬ 
sachusetts,  Michigan,  New  Hampshire, 
New  Jersey,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode 
Island,  Vermont,  Virginia,  West  Vir¬ 
ginia,  and  the  District  of  Columbia.  Ap¬ 
plication  has  been  filed  for  temporary 
authority  under  section  210a(b) . 

By  the  Commission. 

[  seal  1  Harold  D.  McCoy, 

Secretary. 

(F.R.  Doc.  62-10345;  Filed,  Oct.  16,  1962; 

8:51  a.m.] 

FOURTH  SECTION  APPLICATIONS 
FOR  RELIEF 

October  12, 1962. 

Protests  to  the  granting  of  an  appli¬ 
cation  must  be  prepared  in  accordance 
with  Rule  40  of  the  general  rules  of  prac¬ 
tice  (49  CFR  1.40)  and  filed  within  15 
days  from  the  date  of  publication  of  this 
notice  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Long-and -Short  Haul 

FSA  No.  37983:  Commodity  rates  from 
and  to  Mesquite,  Charleston,  and  Scott- 
dale,  Tex.  Filed  by  Southwestern 
Freight  Bureau,  Agent  (No.  B-8283),  for 
interested  rail  carriers.  Rates  on  prop¬ 
erty  moving  on  commodity  rates,  in  car¬ 
loads  and  less-than-carloads,  between 
Charleston,  Mesquite,  and  Scottdale, 
Tex.,  on  the  one  hand,  and  points  in  the 
United  States  and  Canada,  on  the  other. 

Grounds  for  relief:  Rate  relationship. 

FSA  No.  37984:  Salt  from  Michigan 
and  Ohio  points.  Filed  by  Traffic  Ex¬ 
ecutive  Association-Eastern  Railroads, 
Agent  (E.R.  No.  2636) ,  for  interested  rail 
carriers.  Rates  on  salt,  in  bulk,  in  car¬ 
loads,  from  specified  points  in  Michigan 
and  Ohio,  to  Council  Bluffs,  Iowa, 
Omaha  and  South  Omaha,  Nebr. 

Grounds  for  relief:  Market  competi¬ 
tion. 

Tariff:  Supplement  22  to  Traffic  Ex¬ 
ecutive  Association-Eastern  Railroads 
tariff  I.C.C.C-91. 

FSA  No.  37985:  Bituminous  fine  coal 
to  Nashville,  Tenn.  Filed  by  Illinois 
Freight  Association,  Agent  (No.  183) ,  for 
interested  rail  carriers.  Rates  on  bitu¬ 
minous  fine  coal,  as  described  in  the 
application,  in  carloads,  from  mine  ori¬ 
gins  in  the  Belleville,  Ill.,  group  on  the 
GM&O  RR.,  to  Nashville,  Tenn. 

Grounds  for  relief :  Truck  competition. 

Tariff:  Supplement  22  to  Illinois 
Freight  Association  tariff  I.C.C.  765. 

FSA  No.  37986:  Chemicals  from  Loui¬ 
siana  and  Texas  points.  Filed  by  South¬ 
western  Freight  Bureau,  Agent  (No. 
R-8279),  for  interested  rail  carriers. 
Rates  on  carbon  tetrachloride,  ethylene 
dichloride,  methylene  chloride,  perchlo- 
roethylene,  and  trichloroethylene,  and 
trichloroe thane,  in  tank-car  loads,  from 
Lake  Charles  and  West  Lake  Charles, 
La.,  also  Port  Neches,  Tex.,  to  Chicago, 
Ill.,  and  points  grouped  therewith. 

Grounds  for  relief:  Market  competi¬ 
tion. 


Tariffs:  Supplements  113  and  54  to 
Southwestern  Freight  Bureau  tariffs 
I.C.C.  4370  and  4450,  respectively. 

FSA  No.  37988:  Asphalt  from  Gulfport, 
Miss.,  to  Memphis,  Tenn.  Filed  by  O.  W. 
South,  Jr.,  Agent  (No.  A4247),  for  the 
Illinois  Central  Railroad  Company. 
Rates  on  asphalt  (asphaltum),  natural, 
by-product  or  petroleum,  liquid,  other 
than  paint,  stain  or  varnish,  in  tank-car 
loads,  from  Gulfport,  Miss.,  to  Memphis, 
Tenn. 

Grounds  for  relief:  Market  competi¬ 
tion. 

Tariff:  Supplement  67  to  Southern 
Freight  Association  tariff  I.C.C.  N-3. 

Aggregate-of-Intermediates 

FSA  No.  37987 :  Chemicals  from  Loui¬ 
siana  and  Texas  points  to  Chicago,  III. 
Filed  by  Southwestern  Freight  Bureau, 
Agent  (No.  B-8280),  for  interested  rail 
carriers.  Rates  on  carbon  tetrachloride, 
ethylene  dichloride,  methylene  chloride, 
perchloroethylene,  trichloroethane,  and 
trichloroethylene,  in  tank-car  loads, 
from  Lake  Charles  and  West  Lake 
Charles,  La.,  also  Port  Neches,  Tex.,  to 
Chicago,  Ill.,  and  points  grouped  there¬ 
with. 

Grounds  for  relief:  Maintenance  of 
depressed  rates  published  to  meet  mar¬ 
ket  competition,  without  use  of  such 
rates  as  factors  in  constructing  combina¬ 
tion  rates. 

Tariffs:  Supplements  113  and  54  to 
Southwestern  Freight  Bureau  tariffs 
I.C.C.  4370  and  4450,  respectively. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Harold  D.  McCoy, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  62-10343;  Filed,  Oct.  16^  1962; 

8:50  a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 

Bureau  of  Customs 

[643.3— J1 

TECHNICAL  VANILLIN  FROM  CANADA 

Purchase  Price;  Less  Foreign  Market 
Value 

October  11,  1962. 

Pursuant  to  seciton  201  (b)  of  the  Anti¬ 
dumping  Act,  1921,  as  amended  (19 
U.S.C.  160(b)),  notice  is  hereby  given 
that  there  is  reason  to  believe  or  sus¬ 
pect,  from  information  presented  to  me, 
that  the  purchase  price  of  technical 
vanillin  imported  from  Canada  is  less 
or  likely  to  be  less  than  the  foreign  mar¬ 
ket  value,  as  defined  by  sections  203  and 
205,  respectively,  of  the  Antidumping 
Act,  1921,  as  amended  (19  U.S.C.  162  and 
164). 

Customs  officers  are  being  authorized 
to  withhold  appraisement  of  entries  of 
technical  vanillin  from  Canada  pursuant 
to  §  14.9  of  the  Customs  Regulations 
(19  CFR  14.9). 

The  complaint  in  this  case  was  made 
by  the  Monsanto  Chemical  Company. 

[seal]  Philip  Nichols,  Jr., 

Commissioner  of  Customs. 

[F.R.  Doc.  62-10347;  Filed,  Oct.  16,  1962; 
8:51  a.m.] 
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Volumes  for  the  following  years 
are  now  available: 
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